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INTRODUCTION 



This is a report of the major Federal-State-local 
joint effort to improve instruction in the public 
elementary and secondary schools of the Nation 
through the development of ever-stronger profes- 
sional leadership at the State level and the acquisi- 
tion of teaching materials and equipment at the 
local level with the help of Federal funds. It is a 
report of activities, nationwide, to establish in each 
State department of education a strong wrps of 
highly trained subject-matter and education spe- 
cialists, surround them with supporting personnel 
in related areas— librarians, experts in school plan- 
ningj technicians in audiovisual facilities, etc. 
and make them the focal point for intensive pro- 
grams of inservice training for teachers, curricu- 
lum planning and revision by teachers, upgrading 
of the State’s educational standards, and vertical 
coordination of education in the affected fields 
among all levels of instruction. 

It is a report of the activities during fiscal year 
1964 (July 1, 1963, through June 30, 1964) under 
the authority of title III of the National Defense 
Education Act.^ 

Former U.S. Commissioner of Education Fran- 
cis Keppel, in an address entitled “Education and 
the States,” given in Tampa, Fla., on November 14, 
1964, said: 

. . . it is essential for us to recognize what the Fed- 
eral role in education is and can be — and what it Is 
not and cannot be. And, more important, we need to 
recognize what the State role is today and what it 
must become tomorrow. 

***** 
Through State educational leadership with local au- 
tonomy, the American imblic school has been a prime 
contributor to our personal, social, and national well- 
being. It has kept education close to the people. It 
has been a moderator of conflicting issues, a har- 

* The activities here reported are limited to the fields of 
science, naathematics, and modem foreign languages, but 
following the October 1964 amendments to the NDBA, they 
will also cover in substantially the same ways five addi- 
tional areas: English, reading, history, geography, and 
civics. Title III was further amended in 1965 to include 
economics. 






monizer of special interests. It has provided a train- 
ing ground for leaders and retjponsible citizens in our 
free and open society. It has long been a guarantee 
that no central agency could control the minds of our 
young, and a built-in safeguard that if mistakes are 
made at the State and local level, they can usually 
be corrected before becoming national mistakes. 

But today, in education, we have reached a new 
magnitude of challenge. The social and economic 
changes now underway place a far higher order of 
demand and stress ui^ our educational institutions 
than ever before. Most of this stress inevitably falls 
upon the educational leadeirship of our States, and, in 
large measure, upon our State departments of edu- 
cation .... 

In the long mn, therefoi'e, nothing that we in edu- 
cation can do, whether in Washington or anywhere 
else, can be more important than strengthening the 
capacity of our States to respond to the educational 
needs of our time. 



0 0 ^** 

In raising the status of American education within 
our society, it is clear that we must begin by raising 
the status of State departments of education ... if 
education is to fulfill its potential, there are no agen- 
cies more vital to our general welfare. As [James 
B.] Conant* says, “I am convinced that the future 
welfare of our public schools will be promoted by the 
organization of excellent State departments of edu- 
cation . . . .” 

The Conant and Keppel view of the preeminent 
role of the State departments of education and 
their recommendation that the role be further 
strengthened receives direct and powerful support 
from title HI, NDEA, and the trends observed 
during the first six years of title III indicate that, 
in the future, support will bo even stronger and 
more effective. The Congress in drafting the 
NDEA established the Federal-State relationship 
that was to obtain by its prohibition in title I, sec- 
tion 102, of any Federal control of education. The 
same relationship was established for title HI 
with special effectiveness by provision for the de- 
velopment in each State’s department of educa- 
tion of a strong corps of specialists who would bo 
able to exert professional control (as opposed to 
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• James B. CJonant, “Shaping Educational Policy.” 
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the much simpler fiscal control) over the huge ma- 
terials and equipment acquisition program author- 
ized by the title. 

Thus, the 6-year history, and particularly the 
fiscal year 1964 history of title III, is an account 
of steadily expanded and improved efforts under 
its section 302(b) to establish State-level supervi- 
sory and related services. These services could in 
turn help to guarantee that the much larger sums 
available as matching grants under its section 
302(a) for the purchase of teaching materials and 
equipment would, in fact, c^otribute maximally to 
instruction in the local schools. 

Even more important, however, than their ef- 
forts to use the materials and equipment acquisi- 
tion money wisely has been the widespread and 
all-permeating influence of the corps of profes- 
sional specialists upon other aspects of education 
in the States. There were, to be sure, subject- 
matter specialists in the State departments of edu- 
cation before the passage of the NDEA : in science, 
mathematics, and modern foreign languages a 
total of 33. The difference at the end of fiscal year 
1964 was not so much in the increased number of 
these persons (90 in science, 68 in mathematics, 14 
in science and mathematics combined, and 55 in 
modem foreign languages) as in the vastly in- 
creased sense of how they could work most effec- 
tively and in the clearly established need which 
they are filling in the local schools. The striking 
difference derives from the distinctive nature of 
title III : the combination of funds and authority 
to employ the staff of subject matter specialists 
and related services personnel, funds to make pos- 
sible widespread inservice education programs, 
and funds with which to acquire for use in the 
local schools the best available teaching materials 
and equipment. 
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This report will answer the very basic question 
“How were the title III funds expended in fiscal 
year 1964, and how did that expenditure affect 
instruction in the critical subject areas?” In ad- 
dition to this fiscal accounting and evaluation, the 
report describes the growing body of procedures — 
fiscal, administrative, and instructional — which 
have been developed in the States to strengthen 
their professional leadership and improve instruc- f 
tion at all levels through the use of the title III V 
authority and funds. In all cases the procedures 
are illustrated by examples taken directly from # 
the annual narrative report which each State 
makes of its title III program. Limitations of 
space preclude the use of many such examples to 
illustrate each point. In each case, however, the 
examples represent the consensus of those most 
concerned with the particular item. 

The report is designed as an overview of accom- 
plishment under NDEA, title III. At the same 
time it is meant to show the best that has been 
accomplished. To do this entails the exercise of 
judgment. The judgment is that of the State-level 
administrators of the NDEA program (rather 
than the supervisors themselves) and of the title 
III administrative staff in the U.S. Office of Edu- 
cation, who now have 6 years of experience in re- 
viewing each State’s title III program through 
semiannual visits to the State capitals, annual re- 
ports from each State, and countless visits to local 
schools which have participated in the program. 

The fact that the report is limited — ^necessar- 
ily — to the NDEA, title III program in each State 
does not imply unawareness of the work and the 
contribution at both the State and local levels 
of other persons and programs concerned with 
the improvement of instruction. 
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IMPROVING INSTRUCTION IN THE PUBLIC SCHOOLS 

THROUGH TITLE III OF THE NDEA 

* 



1 .0 Strengthening the Professional Leadership in State Departments of Education 



It is probably safe to say that the role of State 
departments of education in our country is on the 
whole a rapidly changing one. The change, 
stated in extreme terms, is from the modest, un- 
assuming, static role of a neutral administrative 
agency which cautiously avoids any semblance of 
intervention or involvement in local school affairs 
and is not directly concerned with instruction, to 
the more vigorous, dynamic role of an agency 
which subordinates fiscal and administrative con- 
siderations to professional ones and accepts as its 
responsibility the constant improvement of in- 
struction. Those States which accept the desira- 
bility of this kind of change have found in title 
ITT a strong means of accelerating it. Conversely, 
title III is perhaps least successful in the States 
which have not readily accepted the role of in- 
creasing professional leadership. 




1 .1 Role of the Statens Corps of Specialist 
Supervisors 

Scores of examples found in the States’ annual 
reports of title III show improvement of instruc- 
tion as a direct function of professional leader- 
ship. Each State through its corps of specialist 
supervisors plays an increasing role, coordinating 
all of the State’s resources — professional people of 
all kinds, scientists, technicians, business, industry, 
the colleges and universities — in a constant effort 
to enrich the schools’ progi’ams and upgrade their 
teachers. Inevitably this coordination results in 
the development of leadership at the local school 
level and ultimately, ideally, every single teacher 
is touched, helped to grow professionally, and 
enabled to do more for his students. The title III 
administrator in Connecticut has expressed the 
view held in most States: “The leadership role of 




the consultant [supervisor] is probably his most 
important responsibility. . . .” In California the 
State board and superintendent are making a 
statewide study of the department of education 
“to determine how the department can more ade- 
quately provide leadership to bring about educa- 
tional change for the improvement of instruction 
in the classroom.” 

The title III administrator in Maine makes it 
very plain — and voices the consensus of his coun- 
terparts in the other States — ^that of the four 
parts of title III (supervisory leadership, the 
acquisitions program, related services, minor re- 
modeling) the most important is supervisory 
leadership : 

The leadership offered by supervisory personnel as 
well as the information provided and influences ex- j 

erted in the various subject fields were considered 1 

the most valuable assets in the improvement of in- j 

struction ... the leadership factor cannot be em- | 

phasized too strongly. I 

{ 

New Jersey has couched the matter in these terms : j 

The outstanding strength of the New Jersey title III j 

program has been the strength of the consultant j 

staff in its ability to assist and improve local dis- | 

tricts’ educational programs. The number of re- | 

quests for assistance is greater than the present | 

time and staff available to meet them. | 



Penn^lvania’s report was no less explicit: 



The fundamental strength provided by specialist 
[supervisors] is their ability to provide leadership in 
curriculum and instructional improvement. 



Al l together, the 54. reports ‘ bespeak a growing 
realization that the results expected from title 
III can best be achieved through the authority to 
support supervisory services. Yet it is quite un- 

* The 50 States, Guam, the Virgin Islands, Puerto Rico, 
and the District of Columbia. 
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likely that any State, even the wealthiest one, 
could employ a corps of super\risory specialists 
large enough to comply, in person, with all the 
requests for assistance from its local school dis- 
tricts. Alabama spoke for virtually all of the 
States in regard to this, reporting that, “The de- 
mand for their services is more than they can 
possibly fill.” There is need, therefore, for pro- 
cedures which multiply and extend widely the 
influence of the supervisor beyond the limits of 
what he can do in person. The States’ annual title 
ni reports give abundant examples of ways of 
achieving this multiplied and extended influence, 
even with a limited budget, by marshaling and 
utilizing all of the State’s educational resources. 

Iowa reports on one of the basic procedures, re- 
sulting from the development of local professional 
leadership : 

In phase I, 2 groups of elementary school science 
teachers (50 in all) were given eight 2-hour sessions 
at 2 different centers in the State, dealing with the 
unit method of teaching and the discovery of investi- 
gative techniques of teaching science, with emphasis 
upon teacher-trainee participation in all of the tech- 
niques and practices* The phase I sessions were 
planned by the State supervisors and university and 
Office of Education consultants. Expenses were met 
through title III. Phase II was a series of repetitions 
of phase I, with each of the phase I participants con- 
ducting a similar workshop in his own home center, 
attended by a group of local teachers of science. In 
all, more than 650 teachers participated in these train- 
ing sessions, or about 3.5 percent of the elementary 
school classroom teachers. The expenses of phase II 
sessions were paid by local districts. The same thing 
was done for the mathematics teachers. 

Illinois shows one of many variants of this 
procedure: 

In order to make the mathematics workshops more 
effective (there were 60, attended by 6,491 teachers) 
they developed the 1-day “Director’s Conference.” 
The first one was for 35 high school teachers who 
would then direct workshops for grade school teach- 
ers. Southern Illinois University cooperated in the 
venture. It was successful and will be repeated in 
various parts of the State next year. 

The influence of the specialist supervisor is in- 
creasingly diverse and pervasive. 

Tennessee speaks of new school buildings : 

In recent months the science supervisors have spent a 
considerable amount of time serving as consultants 
to local systems and architects in planning science de- 
partments for new buildings. 



North Carolina speaks of the curriculum and the 
equipment : 

Each time a school administrative unit plans to build 
a new school, the science, mathematics, and modem 
foreign language supervisors are called upon to aid 
the local school personnel in planning the curriculum 
and equipment to meet the needs of the students. 

Utah refers to the problems of textbook adoption : 

The specialist in mathematics education prepared a 
paper supporting annual textbook adoption for a 
committee of the State school office staff. Later this 
paper in revised form was presented to the entire staff 
and to the State textbook commission* It was one 
of the factors leading to a change in textbook adop- 
tion practices. Now there will be an annual appraisal 
of text materials so that additions and deletions to 
the State recommended textbook list can be made 
each year. 

South Carolina talks about major curriculum 
revision : 

During the past two years many schools have revised 
the science program to include a sequence of life 
science for grade 7, earth science for grade 8, and 
physical science for grade 9. This is the result of 
an effort to strengthen the program on the junior 
high level in accordance with a suggested program as 
outlined in “A Guide For Teaching Science For South 
Carolina,” developed through the efforts of the science 
supervisor. 

West Virginia takes up the same theme : 

The science supervisor escorted school officials of 
Baleigh County to certain new schools in the Roanoke, 
Va., area for the purpose of gaining information on the 
construction of two new high schools in Raleigh 
County. These new schools will have complete 
laboratory facilities for all the sciences, including 
greenhouses for the biology classes. 

Now Hampshire’s report exemplifies the growing 
importance nationwide of the supervisor as a 
liaison between the schools and higher education : 

The science supervisor worked with the physics de- 
partment at the University of New Hampshire in 
determining the need for an inservice institute for 
teachers of physics and in developing the proposal 
for that institute. He addressed the science methods 
courses at Plymouth State College and at Keene State 
College, and was guest lecturer at one session of the 
Elementary School Program extension course. 

From Nevada it is reported that the foreign lan- 
guage supervisor has helped to plan and adminis- 
ter the University of Nevada NDEA Institute for 
Teachers of French, serving on leave- without-pay 
status from his title III position. The New Jersey 
science supervisor achieved a special kind of liai- 
son with the business and industrial community : 
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It was felt that visits should be made also to busi- 
nesses and industries .... Contact was made with 
such concerns as Western Electric Research Labora- 
tory, Bell Telephone Laboratories, the Industrial Re- 
actor Research Center, Garrett Corp., Lockheed Co., 
and Edison Research Laboratories. Information re- 
sulting from these contacts was useful in advising 
schools concerning: (1) types of scientific employ- 
ment available to their graduates ; and (2) new and 
useful science teaching materials. 

These excerpts from the States’ narrative reports 
on title III illustrate the role of the specialist su- 
pervisor as it is developing in most of the States. 
Yet there are still a few States which seem to see 
that role limited to gi^^g advice on the purchase 
and use of equipment. From West Virginia and 
Washington — ^to cite but two examples — it is re- 
ported that the supervisory staff prepares its own 
budget requests, detailing the proposed activities 
and estimating the costs. Other States — ^very 
few — make it plain that these specialists are not 
consulted about the budget. States which give 
a minimal role to the specialist supervisors are 
also likely to report that no use was made of 
National Science Foundation and NDEA institute 
participants ... no use was made of consultants 
from industry or higher education . . . there 
were no requests for help with project planning 
. . . there were no publications in the special sub- 
ject fields . . . there was little inservice training. 

1.2 Utilizing aii the State*s Educational Resources 

The specialist supervisor acts as a catalyst among 
the State’s educational resources to bring about 
activities of many kinds, all of them designed to 
contribute ultimately to the improvement of in- 
struction. It :is demonstrated countless times in 
the States’ annual reports that effective action re- 
sulted because there was a person in the State 
department of education with the time, the re- 
sponsibility, the professional awareness, and the 
modicum of money needed to initiate action. He 
may be merely the initiator, or he may be the 
organizer, or even the director of the project. 
Perhai>s he did little more than secure official 
sanction for the project. He may have named 
the advisory committee; he may be its chairman 
or its executive secretary. His role in a project 
may be very small, unnoticed; again he has been 
known to select the institutional site for a national 
institute, help write the proposal, teach on the 
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faculty, help select the teachers who will attend, 
and even convince them that they should attend. 

Idaho reports: 

The Idaho mathematics supervisor organized the 
Idaho Council of Teachers of Mathematics, with a first 
flnnnai meeting in Boise. It was sponsored Jointly by 
the National Council of Teachers of Mathematics 
Committee on Affiliated Groups, the Idaho Education 
Association, the Association for Supervision and Cur- 
riculum Development, and the State department of 
education. Some 300 teachers attended, and over 200 
became charter members of the counciL The coun- 
cil has already begun to organize inservlce trai n i ng 
programs. 

Maine: 

The science supervisor initiated a statewide Inserv- 
lce training program for over 2,000 elementary school 
teachers. The instructors were selected secondary 
school science teachers ; the project whs financed by 
NASA; it was directed by Maine's five State teach- 
ers colleges. The j^[r6&lpaixta»were about 35 percent 
of the elementary school teachers of the state. 

Massachusetts: 

In January 1964, with title III support, the State 
started a program of extracurricular science instruc- 
tion : Institute of Seminars for Advance! Able High 
School Students. It organized 24 regional centers of 
instruction and provided seminars for 1,^ high 
school juniors and seniors, with instruction given on a 
voluntary basis by more than 100 outstanding scien- 
tists and engineers from colleges, universities, indus- 
tries, and research organizations. Plans are to con- 
tinue and increase this in fiscal year 1965. 

Bhode Island: 

The State Department of Education sponsors — along 
with State colleges and universities and industrial 
organizations — a Senior Academy of Sclepr>», which 
seeks to provide to students increased and improved 
experiences in science. The Rhode Island science 
consultant is a member of the steering committee of 
the Junior Academy of Science which has a similar 
purpose. 

South Carolina: 

South Carolina Association of Biology Teachers was 
organized as an affiliate of the National Association of 
Biology Teachers during 1963 and 1964. The science 
supervisor was instrumental in its organization and 
is a member of the board of advisors. Ai^roximately 
58 teachers in this State hold membership in this 
organization. 

Delaware : 

The science supervisor secured brochures and appli- 
cation materials from colleges and universities offer- 
ing NSP summer institutes, and mailed them to 
schools and individual teachers throughout the State 
to stimulate participation. This effort was backed by 
personal contact and numerous telephone calls to both 
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teachers and offering institutions to encourage the 
former to apply and the latter to accept the appli- 
cations. Almost 15 percent of the science teachers 
participated in these institutes during the summer of 

1963. It is considered one of the most effective 
activities carried out by the science supervisor. 

The Delaware mathematics supervisor conducted a 3- 
week leadership workshop in mathematics in August 

1964, for seven participants : a supervising principal, 
one elementary teacher with a mathematics major, 
and five high school teachers. They designed an 
inservice training program for fiscal year 1965, in 
which the seven will serve as leaders, paid under 
title III. The State mathematics supervisor was in- 
strumental in establishing sectional meetings in math- 
ematics at both the elementary and secondary levels 
at the county education conventions. This exten- 
sion to the elementary level was for the first time. 
He was also instrumental in stimulating and arranging 
that the convention of the Delaware Council of Teach- 
ers of Mathematics be extended from a single morn- 
ing session for high school teachers, to a 2-day ses- 
sion for elementary schools, junior high schools and 
high schools, with lectures, demonstration classes and 
teacher panels. 

Hawaii : 

The Hawaii science supervisor has worked closely 
with the NSF Institute program there, has surveyed 
the Interests of teachers, conferred with Institute 
directors in preparation of proposals, served on selec- 
tion committees, and helped evaluate the Institute 
programs. 

Sometimes the vehicle for developing local leader- 
ship and utilizing more fully the State’s educa- 
tional resources is the conference; often a com- 
mittee or advisory board proves effective; at times 
the work centers about a significant publication. 
Oregon reports an example of the exercise of lead- 
ership through a statewide conference: 

Our most successful inservlce activity was the State 
Foreign Language Conference cosponsored with 
the Oregon Educational Association Department of 
Foreign Languages and the Modem Language As- 
sociation. The conference has had a far-reaching 
effect on foreign language instruction in Oregon, not 
only in terms of inservice experience, but more im- 
portantly, in promoting stronger programs at the local 
level. Many teadiers and administrators returned 
to their school districts with new ideas and materials 
which were subsequently endorsed and/or promoted 
with the local curriculum committees and in some 
cases even by local school boards. More than 600 
foreign language teachers attended. The most sig- 
nificant result of the conference was in the area of 
preservice education. The keynote presentations on 
teacher education in foreign languages were later 
reprinted and distributed to all foreign language de- 
partments and deans of instruction in Oregon. This 
activity resulted in the State’s foreign language con- 



sultant’s being invited to discuss ways of improving 
teacher education programs at four institutions of 
higher learning, and contact has been established with 
four others. 

Wisconsin used the conference technique for an 
unusual purpose: 

A title III State-level orientation conference was or- 
ganized for all of the school administrators of the 
State, approximately 1,200 people. 

The use of State advisory committees is increas- 
ingly widespread as a means of enlisting the help 
of professional people from fields other than edu- 
cation for the improvement of instruction in each 
of the subject areas supported by title III. Illi- 
nois saw in the device a means of interesting and 
involving college and miiversity faculties in the 
problems of the public schools. The initiative 
came from the State supervisors. 

Illinois reports: 

A request was submitted by the foreign language de- 
partment to the office of the superintendent of public 
instruction for permission to appoint a university 
and college foreign language advisory committee for 
the State of Illinois. This request was based on in- 
dications that the foreign language consultants had 
not been able to avail themselves of the benefit to be 
derived from the institutions of higher learning in our 
State nor had they been able to avail themselves of 
the professional and academic counsel of the foreign 
language scholars and experts who are attached to 
these institutions. The appointment of such a com- 
mittee would allow a clearer concept of the problems 
involved in foreign language teacher preparation, 
foreign language teacher certification, university 
foreign language placement, as well as allowing the 
universities and high schools a line of communication 
on mutual problems. 

Idaho shows another side of the matter, but no less 
enthusiasm for the use of advisory committees : 

A knowledge of the size and geography of Idaho, and 
the diflScnlties of communication and travel lead to 
the conclusion that the proper development and 
utilization of State advisory committees as exten- 
sions of the State supervisor can accomplish more 
than any other single factor in effective supervision 
of title III. At the present time no funds are avail- 
able to have these people meet, or to compensate 
them for their services. 

Michigan relies heavily upon its State curriculum 
committees, which draw upon the professional re- 
sources of that State : 

The consultant services of the department are greatly 
increased by the contributions made by the State 
science curriculum committee appointed by the State 
superintendent. The members of this committee are 
leaders in education and the scientific community. 
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Vertical representation is from elementary through 
graduate school levels both from education and sci- 
ence disciplines. Seven major public and private 
universities are represented as well as scientists from 
some of Michigan’s basic industries. This committee 
provides a leadership pool for making curriculum 
studies; for communicating to both schools and in- 
dustries; for programing and staffing conferences, 
workshops, and serving as a clearinghouse for gath- 
ering ideas useful to the schools and institutions of 
higher education represented. 

Idaho : 

The science supervisor has established State advi- 
sory committees in all fields of science at all levels 
for the purpose of curriculum development, textbook 
evaluation, and planning for the statewide inservice 
program in elementary schools. 

Maryland reports on an advisory committee of un- 
usual composition and purpose : 

This State has an advisory committee composed of 
all the local school and regional foreign language 
supervisors in the State. It meets periodically dur- 
ing the year to share ideas and plan how the State 
department can be of greatest help. 

Virtually ail of the States with title III programs 
make much use of publication as a means of de- 
veloping es'jprit de corps among teachers of the 
supported subjects and disseminating information 
of all kinds. In each subject field there are usually 
periodical “newsletters” containing items of na- 
tional and local interest and designed to develop 
mutual respect and understanding among all levels 
of instruction. Illinois’ report on science describes 
fairly well what is done in most of the participat- 
ing States for all three of the subject fields sup- 
ported by title III : 

Eight issues of the Illinois Science Newsletter were 
mailed during the year to every public school in the 
* State. This publication, prepared by the consultants 
[supervisors], attempts to keep local teachers aware 
of the more promising new courses and curriculum 
studies, to suggest sources of information or teach- 
ing aids, to encourage inservice training programs, 
to report developments of interest to science teach- 
ers, and to inform administrators about various as- 
pects of the title III acquisitions program. 

Most of the “newsletters” go also to the schools and 
colleges of the State and have additional circula- 
tion in all of the other States. The total number 
of publications for which the supervisors are 
wholly or partially responsible each year — courses 
of study, exjuipment standards, bibliographies, 
newsletters, etc., would probably exceed 300. Most 
States lean heavily upon teachers who have at- 



tended NDEA, NSF, and comparable inservice 
education institutes in their search for local lead- 
ers. California’s report typifies this attitude: 

NDEA Institute participants continue to be the key 
people in development and modernization of the for- 
eign language programs in the secondary schools of 
the State. 

Oregon : 

Extensive use is made of NDEA I'oreign Language 
Institute trainees in all the State workshops and 
conferences. Skilled high school teachers are mov- 
ing into positions at the community college level and 
we make use of these people and their colleges to 
promote better articulation betweem the secondary 
schools and the colleges and universities. 

Louisiana’s report is unconunon : 

NSF i>articipants were not used as consultants in the 
science inservice program. [But] widespread use 
was made of NSF Institute participants for mathe- 
matics through writing projects, as inservice consul- 
tants, and for demonstration teaching. 

California : 

California’s science workshops have been staffed 
largely with persons from colleges and universities 
and high school teachers who have had NSF 
experience. 

Wisconsin : 

Wisconsin mathematics supervisor served as assist- 
ant director of a statewide inservice training pro- 
gram supported by NSF. He also serves as chairman 
of Professional Improvement Committee of the Wis- 
consin Mathematics Council. He is also editor of the 
Wisconsin Teacher of Mathematics. 

Idaho: 

To use NSF Institute people more effectively, the 
Idaho science sui>ervisor mailed forms to all science 
teachers in the State to identify the potential man- 
power, for use in a statewide inservice training pro- 
gram in elementary school science. 

One point stands out clearly in this particular 
discussion : many elementary and secondary school 
teachers now benefit from NDEA, NSF, and other, 
similar, institute or retraining programs, but they 
need help to apply their institute experience to 
their own teaching situation and to extend the area 
of infiuence of the institute to other teachers and 
other schools. The State supervisor in each sub- 
ject area is in an excellent position to broaden the 
infiuence of the institute programs and at the same 
time develop leadership at the local level by using 
the institute participants to help conduct State 
inservice education programs and placing them in 
other positions of responsibility. 
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developments in foreign language teaching methods, 
materials, technology, linguistics, and curricular 
structure. 



2.1 Strengthening the Preservice Education of 
Teachers 



The Washington supervisor of science gave voica 
to a problem which is expressed clearly ;ln many of 
I the State reports on title III. It is the nagging 
problem of improving preservice teacher educa- 
tion: 
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* There is a definite need for college Instnurtors tc be- 

come more familiar with the philosophy and contexts 
of the modem science programs being offered in the 
public schools. Newly graduated teachers are not 
bi;5ug prepared to handle courses such as PSSO, 
BSC.'i, CHEM study, CBA, ESCP, etc. This creates 
serious problems in science departments offering 
these courses .... Teacher certification officials are 
aware of shortcomings in the preservice preparation 
of teachers, but we are faced with a tremendous 
amount of pedagogical inertia. 

Louisiana’s report on the preparation of school 
teachers of modem foreign languages is no less 
typical: 

There is still a great need for college departments of 
foreign languages to bring their departments more in 
line with the present objectives of foreign language 
teaching. Far too many beginning teachers lack the 
oral skills for doing an effective job of teaching. It 
should not be necessary to send teachers, recently 
graduated from the colleges and universities, to in- 
stitutes to be re-trained to teach the language in which 
they have been certified, as has often been the case. 

Oklahoma : 

During the past year, we have been successful in in- 
fluencing the acceleration of the foreign language pro- 
gram in the six State colleges which especially work 
in the training of teachers. These colleges have en- 
riched their curriculum in foreign languages, added 
courses in methodology, and modernized their own 
V teaching techniques .... We now have access to the 

staff of all of these colleges and are frequently con- 
sulted by them in their planning. 

The difficult, delicate task of taking action to 
cause the State’s teacher-training institutions to 
assess the appropriateness and adequacy of the 
curriculums they set for prospective teachers of 
science, mathematics, and modem foreign lan- 
guages falls in many States to the specialist super- 
visors. These are often the only persons who have 
the time, the facilities, and the knowledge neces- 
sary to initiate action at all levels of instmction. 
The kinds of action taken and the success — quite 




limited thus far — of that action is illustrated by 
the following cases cited in the States’ reports for 
1964. 



Oregon : 

1963-64 was the most successful of the three years the 
present consultant has worked in the department of 
education ..... The greatest breakthrough was in 
working with the colleges and universities on the 
development of teacher education programs in mod- 
em foreign languages. 

The foreign language supervisor made a major effort 
to work with and influence the colleges concerned 
with teacher education. He worked with four 
Oregon universities on the development of NDEA 
institute proposals. College and university profes- 
sors are on the regular mailing lists of the State de- 
partment of education. 

Wisconsin : 

The mathematics supervisor, in cooperation with 
the director of teacher certification, held a one-day 
conference in which representatives of all (26) of the 
colleges and universities of the State met to discuss 
ways by which the mathematics training of prospec- 
tive elementary school teachers might be improved. 
The NASDTEG-AAA guidelines were used as a basis 
for this meeting .... This meeting was followed 
one week later with a GUPM level I meeting of the 
same institutions. A resolution was passed favoring 
the level I recommendations, and another recommend- 
ing that no prospective teacher be admitted to the ele- 
mentary school training program without a Tnintmnm 
of algebra and geometry. 

Vermont’s foreign language supervisor reports: 

With encouragement and recommmxdation from the 
State Advisory Committee on Modern Foreign Lan- 
guages, I continued to explore the possibilities of re- 
instating the course on modem foreign language 
methodology at the University of Vermont. As a 
result this course was offered in the 1964r-65 academic 
year and a professor in modem foreign language 
teaching methodology was engaged. 

Maryland : 

Methods courses in many of the State colleges and 
universities are now taught by State foreign lan- 
guage supervisors or specialist teachers. 

Maine: 



Upon the request of one of Maine’s State teacher col- 
lege science department chairmen, the State science 
supervisor made recommendations for curriculum 
changes pertinent to preservice education of science 
teachers. 



Hawaii: 

I t 






The science supervisor has conferred repeatedly with 
the College of Education, University of Hawaii, to 
recommend an increase of the preservice certification 
requirements to 42 credits, and the Introduction of 
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special courses to meet the needs of teachers of 
science in the schools. The university is moving in 
the direction of the recommendations. 

The Nevada report shows some of the complica- 
tions of these efforts : 

An attempt is being made to bring about a reconsid- 
eration of science offerings for preservice elementary 
teachers at the University of Nevada. Conferences 
have been held with the president, the dean of arts 
and science, and the department chairmen of biology, 
chemistry, and physics as well as staff members in 
these departments, and with members of the staff of 
the College of Education. One of the goals is the es- 
tablishment of a council of representatives of depart- 
ments and colleges and of the practicing profession to 
study the education in science of all teachers .... 
Proposals are being prepared for new approaches 
which may be instituted during the coming academic 
year. In the relatively short (4 months) period dur- 
ing which this has been underway there is clear 
evidence of growing concern on the part of academic 
science staff members and a willingness to put forth 
an effort to effect changes. This is extremely en- 
couraging .... 

The Texas report shows the importance of co- 
operative planning : 

Chairmen of the department of science in the various 
teacher training institutions were Included in the 
planning and instruction phase of our inservice study 
groups, and therefore have become very familiar 
with the problems of high school teachers. As a 
natural consequence, changes in preparation of 
teachers are taking place. 

The point that is made and reiterated in the 
States’ narrative reports on title III is that some- 
one must take the lead, someone who can speak 
authoritatively and convincingly with “academi- 
cians,” “educators,” and deans, with principals, 
school boards, and classroom teachers. 

Pennsylvania shows the catalytic action of the 
science supervisor: 

Under a small grant from NSP and with the coopera- 
tion of the Pennsylvania Academy of Science, we held 
10 meetings in different locations for college teachers 
of science. Eepresentatives from industry related the 
details of research on biological and physical prob- 
lems. Students doing undergraduate research were 
asked to report. The finale of each meeting was a 
discussion of the Implications of all this for college 
science teaching. The ninth meeting included science 
education teachers and was a working conference. 
This group produced written guidelines for improv- 
ing the education of science teachers. 

The District of Columbia: 

As a result of conferences of the D.C. mathematics 
supervisors with the dean of D.C. Teachers College 



on the subject of preservice education for mathematics 
teachers, there is now a 6-hour mathematics require- 
ment for elementary schoolteachers. 

Ohio : 

Conferences were held with oflScials of a number of 
teacher training institutions. Many of the Ohio in- 
stitutions are offering more adequate “content 
courses” in mathematics on an optional rather than 
required basis. Enrollments in these courses are 
encouraging. 

Alabama reports an effective way of making a 
point claar : 

In discussions with 25 college and university profes- 
sors, suggestions were made for improving preservice 
education of foreign language teachers. The super- 
visor conducted a tour of four language laboratories 
in the public schools of Montgomery to help the 
foreign language department of one State college in 
the selection of laboratory equipment, and to reveal 
to this group the needs of prospective teachers of 
modem foreign languages. 

2.2 Meeting the Demand for Inservice Education 

Another point of unanimity in the States’ re- 
ports on title III is the increasing demand from 
local school districts for programs of inservice 
education and the States’ inability to satisfy that 
demand. Minnesota spoke for them all when it 
reported, “We could probably double our present 
[title III supervisory] staff and still not ade- 
quately meet all of the needs.” The aim in all 
cases is to improve instruction, and it is plain 
that improvement can take place no faster than 
the teaching staff is prepared to undertake it. The 
preparation requires extensive upgrading of 
teachers in subject matter and teaching methods. 
It is in this area of their work that the specialist 
supervisors — compelled by virtue of the immense 
numbers of teacher trainees to provide more help 
than they could possibly give in person — ^have 
been most ingenious in extending the scope and 
influence of their office. It is in this area too that 
school administrators at both the State and local 
levels are unanimous regarding the need. 

The Arkansas report is so typical that it speaks 
for them all : 

If we had more teachers and money for inservice edu- 
cation, we would make more progress in both quan- 
tity and quality of instruction. 

The examples below are selected to show the 
wide range of successful practices in the States. 
They cover, of course, only a very small sampling 
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of the total amount of inservice training provided 
through title III in the three subject areas in 
these and other States. 



Oregon : 

Oregon provides an example of an approach to in- 
service education and the encouragement of pro- 
fessional growth among science teachers in elemen- 
tary schools through its science handbook develop- 
ment project. Such a handbook in tentative form 
had been prepared by a Science Handbook Commit- 
tee, and to test the feasibility of its use the science 
supervisor arranged and conducted some 19 Inserv- 
ice programs ranging in length from 2 to 30 hours. 
Approximately 450 teachers and ad min istrators par- 
ticipated. 



The inservice programs oriented the teachers to the 
philosophy and content of the handbook and provided 
for teacher participation in sample activities. About 
90 percent of the teachers who attended volunteered 
to continue using the handbook in their classes. 
Title III funds provided the services of the State 
supervisor, the expenses for monthly meetings of the 
Science Handbook Committee, and the printing of 
500 copies of the handbook itself. 

Over the course of the inservice meetings it became 
apparent that many teachers were beginning to teach 
science in ways which were new to them. These in- 
cluded activity-centered science programs, participa- 
tion by pupils in elementary research, opportunities 
for discovery by pupils, using measurement to sub- 
stantiate knowledge, and using a variety of resources. 
For many teachers their science programs developed 
an inquiring nature as opposed to the coverage of 
known information. 



New York: 

New York too linds ways to extend the arm of the 
supervisors. F(«rty-two centers of inservice training 
in mathematics for elementary science teachers were 
established. The instructors were first trained at 
a special workshop at the State College at Oswego 
for four weeks in the summer of 1963. The workshop 
for instructors was paid for by title III. The centers 
for elementary science teachers were supported 50 
I)ercent by title III. The service will expand to 60 
inservice centers next year. 

The one-to-one relationship of the effective State 
specialist supervisor and effective inservice edu- 
cation programs is emphasized in the Kentucky 
report : 

Our inservice workshops for teachers are the result 
of the persistence of one of our supervisors. 




Oklahoma: 

In July 1963, an OfiSce of Education representative 
and the foreign language supervisor conducted 1-day 
FLES workshops at four Oklahoma collies in co- 
operation with the foreign language departments 
there, an activity which resulted in the initiation of 









about 20 new FLES programs in Oklahoma. Both 
administrators and prospective teachers attended. 

At the request of the Oklahoma foreign language 
supervisor, Oklahoma State University initiated a 
program of extension inservice education for foreign 
language teachers. The foreign language supervisor 
planned the course and supervised it, and designated 
the teacher, a strong secondary school teacher with 
NDEA Institute training. Ten teachers enrolled for 
the series of 3-hour sessions. - 



State and Federal funds alone do not support all 
of the inservice education that is provided. Other 
agencies are equally concerned to meet this need, as 
this report from Delaware indicates : 

Mfny of the title III acquisition projects go hand in 
hand with a very specific effort to improve instruc- 
tion, e.g., the growth of the Biological Science Cur- 
riculum Study Program in the State. Approximately 
one-third of the schools instituted the BSCS last year 
and an additional third are committing themselves 
for the coming year. To support this we have devel- 
oped an inservice program in modem biology with 
the University of Delaware. This is a two-semester 
course, meeting one evening per week, and enrolling 
about 20 percent of the secondary school science 
teachers of the State. The State department of edu- 
cation organized the program, but no other costs 
under title III were involved. 

Once the teachers have been prepared, we have en- 
couraged school districts to acquire the equipment 
necessary to Implement the program using title HI 
funds. The Improved program, supported by Inserv- 
ice programs and title 111 equipment funds, has ap- 
pealed to many of our districts and they have been 
eager to take advantage of iJiis. 

The supervisors have learned that successful in- 
service training programs require broad, respon- 
sible involvement of persons at the local level. 
South Carolina reports on this point : 

We emphasize continuously that responsibility for the 
quality of Instruction must be accepted at the local 
level. Many schools have accepted this challenge 
and stepped up their inservice activities through local 
self-study groups and workshops. 



Alabama shows one way of achieving this : 

Every inservice group had an advisory committee 
composed of local teachers, principals, and supervi- 
sors. This committee assisted in planning programs, 
locating leaders. Identifying the needs of the local 
groups and assisting the consultant [supervisor] 
wherever or whenever she needed help. 

Arkansas reports another way to share the work 
and develop local leadership : 

The State Is divided into eight districts, each with a 
district committee and an elected representative re- 
sponsible for organizing an annual workshop. The 
State foreign language supervisor furnishes each 
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with a Ust of aU foreign language teachers, a list 
of those who have attended NDBA institutes, and 
other helps. For the State as a whole there is an 
executive committee, which includes the presidents 
of AATP, AATSP, and of the classical and modem 
foreign language sections of the Arkansas Education 
Association, plus the eight district representatives. 
The State supervisor helps the district committees 
plan their workshops, and helps the executive com- 
mittee pin" and conduct two annual State meetings. 

An i Tpngiml project in California shows how in- 
service training for language teachers was fi- 
nanced: 

The Union School District of Santa Clara County 
(Calif.) organized a summer inservlce training in- 
stitute in Puebla, Mexico, for its teachers of Span- 
ish. The salaries of the consultant teachers of these 
teachers were paid in part from title III funds. A 
bond issue was passed in the Union School District 
for the purpose of providing tills Inservice training. 
Some 26 teachers have been given background of 
the language in courses paid for by the district the 
past two years and will continue their study of the 
language hi the workshop in Mexico at district 
expense. 

An exceptional project in Texas reached 32,000 
teachers of mathematics : 

Another type of Inservice education makes use of 
self-lnstracting materials or programed instruction. 
More than 32,000 elementary school teachers par- 
ticipated in this program in 1963-64, using materials 
prepared specifically for the program. The purine 
is to prepare teachers for the new elementary arith- 
metic textbooks to be used next year in Texas. 

Idaho reports on an inservice education program 
which shows clearly how such a program can be 
used to develop leadership at the local school level, 
and how effective such leadership can be. 

“Project Idaho” utilized strong secondary school 
teachers, who have had recent training in modem 
zuathematics quite often in an NSF Institute to 
teach better mathematics to elementary school teach- 
ers. Last year 23 high school mathematics teachers 
conducted extensive inservice courses for elementary 
science teachers, 650 of them. Each of the 23 was 
appointed as a “District Mathematics Consultant.” 
These individuals conducted inservice classes, acted 
as advisers to their local district regarding math- 
ematics education, curriculum reform, and changes 
that might occur in the title III program. They 
were very effective extensions of the mathematics 
supervisor throughout the State. They responded 
readily to the requests of the supervisor to give 
speeches to local administrative meetings to inform 
them of the progress that was made in ‘Troject 
Idaho” and enlist their support in the future. 

Pennsylvania reports: 

We found it Ineffective to expect teachers to write 
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materials for a countywide K-12 science program 
without previous intensive inservice education. We 
now plan to train selected teachers in two special 
Inservice centers at Edinboro State College and Wash- 
ington and Jefferson College. These teachers will 
then conduct inservlce programs during the winter 
term. Ultimately, we hope to organize a science ad- 
visory service in each of the regional curriculum 
centers. All of this is an attempt to unify and sta- 
bilize the quality of inservice education, so that it 
becomes less “shotgun” in its approach. 



Utah reports on the need for inservice work: 

A recent status study in Utah revealed that only 
about 29 percent of our mathematics teachers have a 
college major in the field, and another 27 percent have 
a college minor in mathematics. This leaves 44 per- 
cent of our teachers of secondary school mathematics 
woefully unprepared for their teaching assignment. 

At times, unusual requirements call for unusual 
procedures, as exemplified by this report from 
California: 

California brought about the organization of an 
NDEA Institute at Elbert Oovell College with special 
emphasis on prei>aring Mexican Americans possessed 
of the bachelor’s degree as Spanish teachers to help 
fftwff schools in complying with the Casey bill of 1961 
which mandated foreign language instruction in 
grades 6, 7, 8, by July 1965. Satisfactory completion 
of the institute courses fulfills the requirements of 
the new “Standard Designated Subject Matter 
Credential” in a foreign language. 



Nebraska found an unusual way to provide in- 
service education : 

A gain this year “help-mobiles” under the sponsorship 
of the Nebraska State Education Association and the 
State department of education helped to make NSF 
Institute participants available for inservice train- 
ing projects throughout the State. The emphasis this 
year was on both physical and biological science. 



The Montana State supervisor for science and 
mathematics also uses a mobile laboratory equipped 
with apparatus for the two subjects as a means of 
providing inservice education to teachers. 

The seriousness of the need for State-sponsored 
inservice training and the difficulty of meeting 
f.hia immense need even with the full use of title III 
are made evident in the following cases. The facts 
reported are descriptive of the situation in many 
of the States. 



Idaho reports : 

Very few of Idaho’s elementary school teachers have 
received any inservlce training under the NSF pro- 
gram. Most of them are women, their average age 
is about 45 years, they have families at home, gen- 
erally with teenage children, and they also have re- 
sponsibilities for helping maintain a farm. A recent 






liiiiiiiiM 












Informal survey by tbe State department of education 
showed that these teachers would not accept any 
NSF grant which required them to leave their homes, 
either during the academic year or during the sum- 
mers. This means that the inservice training they 
do receive must be of the brief kind tmder local 
sponsorship. 

Generally the pattern of high school teachers is for 
them to graduate from college, go into teaching for a 
period of four or five years, then go back to school 
under the NSF program, receive additional training, 
then leave the State of Idaho to go into one of the sur- 
rounding States which have much higher salary 
schedules. 

Wisconsin : 

At! estimated 15 j)ercent of Wisconsin s dementary 
and secondary school teachers of mathematics par- 
ticipated at least one day in an inservice program, 
workshop or conference sponsored in part by title III. 
While tiiia represents a service which was not pro- 
vided by the State agency prior to NDBA, it also 
points out that there is much yet to be done. Bach 
year the supervisor has to turn down many requests 
for his services to schools throughout the State. A 
recent survey indicates that 80 percent of the school 
districts would like to have some form of inservice 
and/or consultant help next year. 

‘‘At least one day” of inservice training is not 
much, yet even one day of guidance, demon^ra- 
tion, and discussion can help teachers cope with a 
new textbook, become familiar with a new item of 
laboratory equipment, or grasp the merit of a new 
technique of teaching. One day, or one week, or a 
series of Saturday sessions can reorient a teacher 
in significant ways, especially with respect to the 
“technical” aspects of teaching : instructional ma- 
terials, laboratory and other equipment, and the 
techniques of teaching. Such limited periods are 
rarely suflGlcient to increase significantly and suf- 
ficiently the teacher’s substantive knowledge of the 
subject field. The supervisors’ reports in the th^ 
fields— science, mathematics, and modem foreign 
languages — recognize this limitation. The fact 
of this recognition explains their intensified effort 
to marshal and coordinate all resources in the 
State, especially the institutions which tram 
teachers, to improve both their inservice and their 
preservice education. 

The need for inservice training programs to de- 
velop and maintain the aural-oral proficiency of 
teachers of modem foreign language is especially 
acute, according to the annual reports. At least 
one State, Illinois, reports some success with “oral 
proficiency workshops” despite the severe time 
limitation. 













This office [of the Illinois Superintendent of Public 
Instruction] offered oral proficiency workshops in 
French and Spanish for eight consecutive Saturdays, 
9 a.m. to 4 p.m. at the Chicago Loop Junior College. 
The workshops had two objectives : to assist the 
teacher to acquire better pronunciation habits, and to 
instruct the teacher in the presentation of the oral 
QirUiH to students. The attendance and response were 
terrific. Bach section had 25 participants constantly 
and many who attended some sessions but not all of 
them .... We tried to offer these same workshops 
In the Bast St. Louis area. They had to be can- 
celed, lacking sufficient enrollment. 

West Virginia reports another outstanding exam- 
ple of how, through their new cadres of specialist 
supervisors. States are providing inservice train- 
ing that is both academically sound ar d substan- 
tial in amount. 

A 182-page course of eight lessons, MathematUsa for 
Elementary Teaohera was prepared by a writing com- 
mittee of high school and college teachers of mathe- 
matics, working with an advisory committee, all 
under the direction of the State mathematics super- 
visor, also one of the writers. County school dis- 
tricts may apply for Inservice training programs 
which are commonly a total of 20 hours spread over 
10 weeks of meetings. The basic text, noted above, 
and the teacher— often a high school teacher with 
NSF institute training— are supplied through title III 
by the State. 
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2.2.1 Extent of the Inservice Education Provided 



This is an extremely difficult point on whi^ to 
report, since both the financial and professional 
support of inservice training programs may come 
from one or many sources differing widely from 
State to State and within each State. The con- 
tribution of Federal title IH funds may represent 
any portion of the costs;* the professional con- 
tribution from title III supervisory and related 
services personnel may be large or small. T^e 
basic criterion for inclusion of an inservice train- 
ing project in the title IH annual report is that it 
be cLTTa/nged or condAicted by the State’s title III 
specialist supervisors. 

Much information on the procedures and kinds 
of inservice education was given above under “2.2 
Meeting the Demand for Inservice Education.” 
The following reports do not cover all of the 
States. The illustrative data given here represent 



‘NormaUy, title HI supervisory and related services 
ire supported by Federal and State funds on a matching 
>asis. The laws of some States make it possible for local 
LB well as State funds to be used to match Federal funds. 
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the best judgment of competent professional peo- 
ple working closely with the schools. It is not 
feasible to report data from all the States, but the 
examples here given are typical. 

New Jersey reports : 

Similar to last year, it is estimated that about 25 per- 
cent of the secondary school science teachers par- 
ticipated in conferences or inservice programs spon- 
sored by our oflSee. Probably less than 1 percent of 
the elementary school teachers were involved in these 
programs. 

Hawaii : 

About 5-10 percent of the elementary science teachers 
and 30-40 percent of the secondary teachers have 
received substantial inservice training. 

Missouri : 

Approximately 2 percent of Missouri’s elementary 
teachers and 3.5 percent of the secondary teachers 
participated in sequential title III workshops during 
the 1963-64 academic year. 

Kansas : 

The foreign language supervisor served on a half- 
time basis. He organized and conducted 11 drive-in 
conferences for administrators and teachers on the 
planning and utilization of the language laboratory. 
They were attended by 10 percent of the State’s for- 
eign language teachers and 5 percent of the admin- 
istrators. 

Oklahoma : 

In fiscal year 1963, 20 percent of the elementary school 
teachers and 50 percent of the high school teachers 
of mathematics had participated in mathematics in- 
service training programs of mathematics institutes. 
These percentages increased in fiscal year 1964 to 75 
percent and 80 percent respectively. 

About 50 percent of the elementary school teachers 
and 10 percent of the high school teachers of science 
have had some inservice training in that field. 



I South Carolina: 

I Approximately 3,600 teachers have been involved in 

I inservice programs conducted and/or planned by the 

I mathematics supervisor. About 1,000 of them at- 

I tended from 3 to 12 sessions of 1 to 2 hours duration 

I each. 








Massachusetts: 

Science teachers who have received substantial in- 
service training: Elementary — ^15 percent; second- 
ary — 60 percent. But there are about 150 new science 
teachers employed each year 4n Massachusets, and 
the number of vacancies increases. 

Utah reports an unusual project for an unusual 
purpose : 

The mathematics supervisor arranged for an “Ad- 
vanced Placement Mathematics Workshop” during 







June 1964 and conducted a portion of each day’s 
session. It was supported by the Fund for the Ad- 
vancement of Education, Ford Foundation. The | 

purpose was to train teachers for this work and | 

prepare a syllabus for advanced placement mathe- | 

matics. | 

I 

Louisiana : | 

Approximately 90 percent of the secondary teachers 
and 80 percent of the elementary school teachers par- 
ticipated in mathematics workshops and conferences * 

sponsored by the Louisiana State Department of | 

Education during 1963-64. But only 1 percent of the | 

elementary science and 5 percent of the high school ; 

teachers attended institutes. 

Nevada reports a special difficulty of large, 1 

sparsely populated States : | 

A major problem in Nevada is the difficulty of pro- 
viding Inservice training in the small, outlying j 

schools. A 10-session, 34-hour workshop in any one ’ 

of them would consume a third of the travel budget for j 

the year. 



West Virginia reported some facts about the cost | 

of such training: ^ s 



Seventy-four separate courses, each consisting of ten 
2-hour sessions of instruction in “modem” mathe- 
matics for elementary school teachers, were conducted 
in fiscal year 1964. Each of 2,552 teachers had 20 
hours of intensive instmction in groups ranging from 
15 to 55 persons. The work was supported by title 
HI at a total cost of $5,565.43 (cost of text materials 
not included), providing approximately 51,040 hours 
of instruction at about $0.11 per teacher per hour. 

This work covered 17 of the State’s 55 counties. 

The picture is a confusing one and present data- 
gathering procedures in the States make it impos- 
sible to summarize the separate statements and 
give a national overview. The terms “inservice 
education” and “inservice workshop” embrace 
many kinds of training projects ranging from the 
single half-day session to the full-time 6-week in- » 

stitute. There is variation in the extent of teacher 
participation ; Sometimes the participants receive 
orientation from lectures, sometimes they see 
demonstrations, sometimes they are deeply in- 
volved in extended study and practice. The 
desperately felt need for inservice education and 
the possibility of the^tates’ giving heavy support 
to this activity through title III, NDEA, are rela- 
tively new facts in our educational life. The 
States are still groping for ways to eirtend as far 
as possible the influence of their supervisors, and 
inservice education is the major activity. 
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The title III administrator in Delaware has sum- 
med up the nationwide conviction : 



Superior or promising programs in mathematics In 
Delaware have not resulted so much from the ex* 
pendlture of acquisition funds (where only a small 
percentage goes into mathematics) as from the use 



of the supervisory and related services funds in estab- 
lishing inservice activity and stimulation. It is the 
latter that has probably established a trend in Dela- 
ware and an awareness so that most Delaware schools 
will move as rapidly as teachers are prepared to the 
recent trends in mathematics education in the ele- 
mentary schools. 
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3.0 Stimulating Curriculum Revision 

Of all the elements which combine to make a 
school — ^i.e., a situation especially favorable to the 
education of children — the one most subject to 
constant pressures toward change and perhaps 
least amenable to smooth, easy coordination is the 
curriculum. The complexity arises in part from 
the long tradition of autonomy characterizing in 
some measure all parts of our educational system : 
In some degree each school system, State or local, 
each collie or university, each of the separate lev- 
els of instruction, even each building, is a king- 
dom; and within, every teacher, professor, and 
chief administrator, a law unto himself. In part 
the complexity comes from factors such as reach- 
ing for the ideal of educating all children, rather 
than simply those most easily educated, and from 
the extreme geographic mobility of our school 
population. 

Other complicating factors are more directly the 
concern of the supervisor, the professional subject 
matter specialist in State departments of educa- 
tion. One of these is the continuing need to in- 
corporate in the curriculum the constant accumu- 
lation of new knowledge in each held, and the 
techniques of teaching which correspond to that 
expansion of knowledge and consequent changing 
educational policies. 

Another, even more difficult task, is to achieve 
maximum continuity and articulation from one 
grade level to the next and among the three school 
levels: elementary, secondary, and college. This 
involves planning new courses of study, rethinking 
and rewriting curriculum guides, and the selection 
of more appropriate instructional materials. 
Above all, it requires that for each subject area the 
teaching staffs and administrators in each separate 
subject area from all of the educational levels — 
elementary, junior high, senior high, and college — 
meet and agree that they have problems in common, 
and solve them on the basis of mutual respect and 
understanding. This interlevel or vertical coordi- 
nation — a relatively new departure in American 
education — cannot be accomplished satisfactorily 
at the statewide level alone: Before the change 



can make itself felt as improved instruction, there 
must be mutual understanding and respect and 
vertical coordination between the faculties of every 
school or college and the “feeder schools” from 
which most of its students come. 

A report from Washington is typical of this new 
awareness : 

In all workshops, conferences, etc., it is planned that 
the high school served by each community college 
and the appropriate personnel in the higher institu- 
tions will be involved, together with resource people 
from the State Office of Public Instruction. 

This enormous work of both educational states- 
manship and educational craftsmanship is shared 
by many persons in some State departments of 
education. In others it falls largely upon the sub- 
ject matter supervisors, the persons whose compe- 
tence at all levels of learning enables them to speak 
authoritatively to their colleagues at all levels. 

The examples below, selected from the States’ 
1964 annual reports on title III, suggest several 
different approaches to curriculum revision, and 
show the deep involvement of the specialist super- 
visors in this work. 

Wisconsin, Ohio, California, and the District of 
Columbia show varied ways to encourage vertical 
coordination : 

Wisconsin : 

The foreign language supervisor worked all year with 
a statewide curriculum committee consisting of ele- 
mentary, secondary, and college teachers of foreign 
languages. The intent of the committee is to pro- 
duce a basic philosophy of language instruction which 
will serve as a guide in setting up and expanding 
foreign language programs in Wisconsin. It has not 
been easy to get people to agree on the most funda- 
mental aspects of the guide. Progress, therefore, is 
rather slow. 

Ohio: 

The supervisor worked to establish foreign language 
committees in State chapters of our AAT groups and 
met with them to produce guidelines for foreign 
language instruction. Committees are composed of 
college, secondary, and elementary teachers. The 
purpose is to work toward some uniformity in for- 
eign language programs and better articulation be- 
tween the various levels of instruction. 
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California : 



It is a common pattern in California counties and 
school districts to organize a “foreign language coun- 
cil,** comprised of school personnel, parents, and 
representatives of lay groups and agencies in the 
community. The State foreign language supervisor 
is instrumental in bringing the organization into 
being and keeping it oriented toward effective action. 
California has also used its foreign language super- 
visors to orient school boards to language teaching 
problems: The county school board would invite 
school boards of all districts throughout the county 
to joint meetings. 



A State-level advisory group in California, the 
“Liaison Committee on Foreign Language,” also 
typifies the effort to coordinate vertically by bring- 
ing about a meeting of minds from the different 
educational levels. Its 24 members are chosen, 
6 each from the secondary schools, the junior col- 
leges, the colleges, and the University of Cali- 
fornia. The committee is concerned with articula- 
tion, placement, preservice training, and the dis- 
semination of information. 



District of Columbia : 



The Joint Board on Science Education sponsored a 
series of “area conferences** in each of the sciences 
during the year. The science supervisor helped plan 
these conferences with scientists of the area. They 
dealt with new curriculum development, methods of 
teaching, and use of equipment to improve learning. 
Some 12 conferences were held ; average attendance, 
nearly 100. The joint board also provides advisors 
on science fair project work, and inservice workshop 
programs. 

South Dakota reports on the problem of local au- 
tonomy : 

Boards of education in many of these small enroll- 
ment districts are compelled to follow the inclina- 
tions of the teachers and the superintendents in de- 
veloping a program, which is inconsistent and inef- 
fective other than meeting the State requirements 
for graduation. Local school requirements for grad- 
uation are often developed after the staff has been 
selected and the teaching certificates studied .... 



Oregon reports on the increasing concern in local 
school districts for curriculum revision. Typi- 
cally the report mentions the increase in specialist 
supervisory staff at the local level : 



The increase in the number of active mathematics 
curriculum and coordinating committees in local dis- 
tricts is further evidence of attempts by local dis- 
tricts to improve instruction through planning, im- 
proved articulation, and dissemination of information 
about new developments. Several school districts 
have also added mathematics consultants or super- 
visors to their staffs .... 




Even more often, the practice is to combine cur- 
riculum revision with inservice training sessions 
in order to benefit from many teachers’ ^perience 
and, thereafter, to give them direct experience with 
the revised materials. 



Oklahoma reports : 

Oklahoma has prepared a revised “Guide to the Im- 
provement of the Teaching of Modem Foreign Lan- 
guages** and circulated it in draft to all Oklahoma 
foreign language teachers. Then they held nine 1-day 
workshops at the colleges where a total of 316 teach- 
ers met to discuss and criticize the “Guide.** Also 
it was revised again and printed. The State foreign 
language supervisor selected the original writing com- 
mittee and worked with it. Title III supported the 
project. The writers were from all sectors and levels. 

Colorado : 

Title III funds have helped support a Saturday field 
biology course for high ability high school students 
at Wasson High School, a BSOS biology course for 
high-ability junior high students, and associated work- 
shops for the teachers of these courses. 

The introductory paragraph of this section on 
curriculum revision stressed the need for mutual 
respect and understanding if there is to be ver- 
tical coordination of curriculum and instruction 
from level to level in the schools and colleges. One 
of the most promising signs of this mutuality is 
the increasing number of reports that the State 
supervisors, oriented primarily to instiniction in 
the schools, are called upon by the colleges for 
assistance. 



Illinois reports one example among many that 
might be cited : 

Various colleges and universities consulted the State 
supervisors about the organization and selection of 
materials for summer workshops in mathanatics: 
Eastern Illinois University, Illinois Normal Univer- 
sity, Carthage College, Rockford College, Aurora Col- 
lege, Blackburn College, Felician College, Blackhawk 
Junior College in Rock Island. 

This example from Alabama is no less revealing: 

The title III science consultants [supervisors] worked 
closely with the supervisors of the State department 
of education, secondary division, in curriculum de- 
velopment not only for junior and senior high schools 
but also in setting up a sequence of science courses 
for 11 new colleges and trade schools to be established 
in Alabama in the near future. 

We saw in the section of this report entitled 
“Strengthening the Preservice Education of 
Teachers” that in Oregon the supervisor of mod- 
em foreign languages has been working with four 
of the State’s universities. All of the institutions 
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of higher learning in Wisconsin have joined with 
the State mathematics supervisor to discuss the 
mathematics training of prospective elementary 
school teachers; the Wisconsin modern language 



supervisor has served as adviser on the teacher 
training curriculum of one State university. Sim- 
ilar evidences of cooperation could be cited in the 
other States. 
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4.0 Encouraging Research and Demonstration Projects 



The specialist supervisor’s leadership role ex- 
tends to include the dissemination of research 
findings which have implications for the improve- 
ment of instruction, and the encouragement of 
experimental or pilot projects in the schools to use, 
demonstrate, and evaluate the findings of research. 
One State, Michigan, provides in its State plan 
for up to 100 percent support of such research and 
demonstration through title III. The amount of 
direct support varies greatly from State to State; 
the constant is encouragement and guidance from 
the supervisor. Only a few examples of this 
activity can be reported here. 

Vermont reports: 

As a preliminary to undertaking serious experimen- 
tation in modem foreign language teaching, eight 
secondary schools were designated by the State super- 
visor as demonstration centers. The centers agree 
to receive teacher visitors, who observe regular 
classes. A special discussion period for guests and 
host-teachers and administrators follows each daily 
session. The project has also been a stimulus to 
curriculum revision and “pi^ofessional leave” for 
teachers. 

Utah: 

A series of 64 MPATI science films for grades 3 and 
4 entitled “Science Corner" and 64 for grades 5 and 
6 entitled “Exploring Science” were used by approx- 
imately 75 schools. Fifteen of the fltfth grade classes 
took part in a formal study to determine the most 
effective ways for utilizing ETV in the teaching of 
science. A report of the project will be made avail- 
able from Dr. Helmut Hofmann of Utah State Uni- 
versity. The science specialist did much of the 
“legwork” in getting the study started. He was 
advisor and TV inservice teacher during the eight 
months the study was in progress. 

Florida : 

The science supervisor has been involved in the plan- 
ning and im plementation of what is called the “Moti- 
vation and Depth Program,” now underway and di- 
rected by Dr. Milton Saslaw, director of research at 
the National Childrens Cardiac Hospital in Miami 
with support from NSF. A controlled experiment 
has placed 40 selected eighth graders in a study pro- 
gram involving BSCS biology the first year, followed 
by CHBM chemistry the next year, PSSO physics the 
third year, and a laboratory research program dur- 



ing the junior and senior high school years. Title 
III funds support tho evaluation portion of the 
project. 

Michigan : 

Michigan has four experimental computer programs 
in its secondary schools. For each program a study 
committee was developed to guide the work : local 
school personnel, administrators and teachers, board 
of education representatives, experienced lay per- 
sons, and a title HI staff member. The tremendous 
advance in science and mathematics problem solving 
ability of the computer will permit a greater com- 
patibility between advanced science problems and 
complicated mathematics involved in their solutions. 
The computer-based programs are designed to develop 
understanding of the basic Structure of mathematics, 
and stimulate some students to do advanced study in 
the field of mathematics, and research with the com- 
puter. It is also hoped that the programs will pro- 
vide enrichment courses such as symbolic logic and 
theory of number systems (sic). Each committee 
makes a review of the program annually, with a view 
to making recommendations for its modification or 
continuation. 

Idaho: 

The science supervisor is responsible for supervising 
experimental programs established under the State 
Textbook Commission. Idaho has a 6-year textbook 
adoption cycle. The title III science supervisors have 
been influential in having the law modified to in- 
clude a 2-year clause and an experimental clause. 
Under the former, publishers may submit textbooks 
for consideration for two years after the regular adop- 
tion cycle. Under the latter, schools may purchase 
any materials of an experimental nature for use in 
their school, with prior permission of the science 
supervisor. They must make periodic reports to the 
supervisor regarding their findings on these experi- 
mental materials. One of the programs established 
under the experimental clause is the PSSO physics 
course. The experimental clause is equally effective 
in the field of mathematics. 

The need for overall coordination of these efforts 
within the States’ borders and beyond is suggested 
by this statement in the report from Iowa : 

Without proper guidance, local districts sometimes 
become involved in experiments and/or projects that 
have previously been explored and evaluated. Such 
information should be shared with other schools. 
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An especially significant experiment in bilingual 
education initiated and supported in part through 
title III is underway in the Merced (Calif.) public 
schools, where special instruction in and through 
the Spanish language is provided for the large 
number of native speakers of that language in 
Tenaya Intermediate School. The project began 
in the 1962-63 school year with the Tenaya eighth 
graders and in the next year was eirtended to in- 
clude pupils in the seventh grade. 

Wisconsin speaks of “exciting new programs” : 

KnnTfnnim has initiated an industrial science course 
which requires advanced applied mathematics for 
those intending to enter schools of engineering. The 
Monona Grove High School science department has 
undertaken an extensive experimental program which 
purports to develop a 4-year integrated science course 
which will not recognize the accepted classification of 
scientific knowledge. T^e biology department of the 
Wausau High School has continued with its team 
teaching project and is putting new emphasis on the 
use of closed circuit television. 

New Mexico: 

1963-64 was New Mexico’s second year of participa- 
tion in the Ford Foundation’s Small Schools Project. 
Participating schools experimented with programed 
instruction, sometimes used in simultaneous multiple- 
class situations, and other ways of strengthening 
mathematics programs in grades 1-12. The State 
supervisor frequently consulted with school staff 
members, boards of education, and parents on prob- 
lems of placement, morale, testing, and “earned 
credit” 

A few examples of experimental programs sug- 
gest the extent to which the best high schools of 
today are offering instruction once limited to the 
colleges. 



Washington: 

A promising program of investigations in nuclear 
science is offered at Curtis High School in Tacoma. 
The Instructor has designed instruments essential 
to quantitative studies and has devised a series of 
suggested investigations of the characteristics and 
potential uses of radioisotopes and atomic energy. 
We hope to encourage the use of this material through 
a series of workshops, with former participants of 
NSF Radiation Biology Institutes and AEG Insti- 
tutes serving as instructors. Title HI funds and 
State matching money have financed the develop- 
ment, publication, and distribution of the new 
materials. 

Minnesota : 

There is a promising program in computer educa- 
tion at Hopkins. As a direct result of the spring 
conference of the Minnesota Council of Teachers of 
Mathematics where computers were displayed and 
used in section meetings, this school purchased a 
G-15 computer under title III. 

Pennsylvania : 

The first section of a course outline on “Great Prob- 
lems in Science” has been published. The course 
poses a series of problems (insecticides, water con- 
servation, population explosion) to students and 
offers a reading list The problems originate from 
science and technology, but have social, moral, polit- 
ical, and economic implications. The students are 
encouraged to debate, wr>^.e about, and refiect on the 
problems in a classroom atmosphere of free inquiry. 

New Hampshire: 

At Hanover High School in cooperation with the 
University of New Hampshire an advanced place- 
ment experimental mathematics course carrying 6 
hours of university credit is being taught to some 18 
seniors. Two teachers work together, “team-teach- 
ing” the course, which lends excitement to this co- 
operative effort between schools and colleges. Title 
III funds purchase supplementary and reference 
materials. 






5.0 Evoluotion of the Title III Prog font in Fiscal Year 1964 



Title TTT provides financial assistance for 
strengthening ins truction in the critical subjects 
which it supports, and official regulations require 
that provision be made in every State’s title HI 
plan for annual review and evaluation of the effec- 
tiveness of the State’s title III program. Each 
State must answer the question, “Has instruction 
m these subjects been strengthened?” 

There are at least two ways of approaching the 
task of evaluating an educational program which, 
like title III NDEA, focuses upon the improve- 
ment of instruction in the classroom. Theoreti- 
cally and ideally, one might wish to measure quan- 
titatively, by the use of achievement and other 
tests, the effect of the instruction upon the child- 
in terms of his understanding, knowledge of fact, 
mastery of skills, and changes of attitude. In 
thdr attempts to evaluate the effect of title III, 
the State coordinators of title III have not over- 
looked such quantitative measurement of student 
achievement, etc., but they have been very reluc- 
tant to attribute to title IH alone and directly all 
the changes and improvements which can have re- 
sulted only from a complex of factors, one of which 
is title III. Furthermore, the difficulty and ex- 
pense of large-scale administration of achievement 
tests — supposing these instruments to be available 
and adequate — are strong deterrents to this 
approach. 

The other approach to evaluation stops short of 
attempting to measure pupil achievement and in- 
stead evaluates the circumstances which affect 
learning: the physical setting in classroom or 
laboratory, the materials and equipment of in- 
struction, the qualifications of the teacher, size 
of the class, motivating factors, etc. It is on this 
second, more general approach, that State co- 
ordinators have usually and necessarily relied in 
attempting to evaluate title III. 

The title III administrator in Kansas expressed 
it typically in this way : 

Evaluation has to be measured by what is happening 
to students in the classroom. Although there is no 
guarantee that good facilities, eQidpment, and ma- 



terials automatically improve instruction, it is cer- 
tain that this cannot take place, even with excellent 
teachers, nnipict these are available. 

Tho administrator in Delaware elaborated on this 
point: 

Obviously, not every child resident and enrolled in 
a district is affected directly by the title III program, 
but he is in an environment where this program will 
touch him sooner or later, either because of science, 
mathematics, and modem foreign languages, or be- 
cause the assistance granted to those programs 
has in turn allowed the school district to be more 
generous with its own funds in the e nhancin g of 
other instructional programs. 

The States have attempted to evaluate the ef- 
fect of title III on their public schools in many 
ways and have reported data of many kinds. 
These data covering principal points will be sum- 
marized here. 

5.1 Extent of Participation in the Title III Program 

This kind of evidence is found in the following 
sampling of reports on participation. 

Florida reports : 

The effectiveness of the title III program in the Im- 
provement of instruction is evident in that every 
county in the State is participating in the program. 
Bequests for consultant’s services in each area con- 
tinue to exceed the ability of the department to 
meet them. 

Rhode Island: 

The degree of participation is an indication of the 
program’s effectiveness. All school systems in the 
State have submitted projects under title III. In- 
service workshops xmder title III are requested by 
both administrators and teachers to such an extent 
that waiting lists have had to be established. 

South Carolina: 

At the close of the 1964 fiscal year only 2 districts out 
of a total of 109 had not submitted a local plan to 
participate in the title III program. Only a few dis- 
tricts failed to send one or more projects for approvaL 

Alabama : 

A study of project applications reveals that all 67 
county systems and 48 of the 60 city systems have sub- 
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mltted project applications for acquisition of equip- 
ment and materials or minor remodeling. 

New Mexico: 

Of 91 administrative units, only 3 small units have 
not participated in the title III program at one time 
or another. 



Some States, in order to encourage consolidation 
or for other reasons, make it difficult for very small 
schools to participate in the title III program. 
North Dakota is an example of those States which 
do not penalize their small schools by making them 
ineligible to benefit imder title III. A number of 
one- and two-room elementary schools in North 
Dakota participate in the program. 

It has taken time for each State’s department of 
education to assure itself and its constituent local 
school districts that any Federal control of edu- 
cation-prohibited by the NDEA itself— is made 
impossible by the very nature of the act, which in 
fact places the burden of all decision making upon 
each State and its local schools. Within a number 
of participating States there is still a residue of 
hesitation and unwillingness to accept this par- 
ticular Federal aid. 



Indiana reports on this point : 

Most school people are realizing that benefits can be 
obtained by participating in the title III program 
without any danger of “Federal control.” Hesistance 
throughout the State is gradually lessening. 

Idaho’s report gives a fair summary of this 
attitude : 



... the general public has a mixed reaction toward 
the title III programs : Some feel that the program is 
good for the public schools, while others, who have 
aversion to the use of Federal funds in public educa- 
tion systems, speak unkindly of the program. So far 
as teachers, supervisors, and school administrators 
are concerned, a very high percentage of them have 
expressed appreciation for what the title III funds 
have done for them in the improvement of instruc- 
tion in their respective schools. On the other hand, 
we have a very small percentage of school systems 
who do not participate in the title III program and 
whose administration has expressed strong resistance 
to the use of such funds in their schools. 



Louisiana : 



With the exception of about 10 school systems, title 
III has been very well received in the State .... 
School people, as a whole, feel that the program is a 
worthwhile one. The general public feels the same 
with the exception of certain areas of the State. 
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5.2 Extent of the Use of Updated Teaching 
Materials 



Another clear criterion of excellence of the com- 
plex of circumstances which affect learning is the 
use of the best possible teaching materials. This is 
not simply a matter of deciding to use a better text- 
book. The complicating factors number at least 
five: 



1. New educational policy (e.g., emphasizing the 
four foreign language skills instead of concentrating 
on the reading skill) 

2. New educational methods (e.g., learning science 
through pupil experimentation and “discovery” 
rather than by reading books and watching the 
teacher) 

3. New subject content (e.g., “set” theory and prac- 
tice in elementary school mathematics) 

4. New equipment and auxiliary materials (e.g., the 
foreign language laboratory) 

6. New curriculums (e.g., PSSC physics) 



Since one of the major tasks of the title III spe- 
cialist supervisor in each field is to encourage and 
facilitate constant curriculum study and revision, 
and another is to arrange inservice education pro- 
grams to prepare teachers to cope with that cur- 
riculum and the instructional materials it requires, 
the title III coordinators view the widespread use 
of upgraded materials as one evidence of the ef- 
fectiveness of title III. This is necessarily true 
since the title III acquisitions program makes 
available instructional materials under the advan- 
tageous condition of half of their cost being borne 
by Federal funds. Teaching materials of all 
kinds — including both antedated and the best up- 
graded kinds — are available through title III. 
Generally speaking the local school and its teach- 
ers decide what is to be acquired. The State-level 
specialist supervisor works hard in many ways to 
influence that decision. 



North Carolina reports: 

Although the addition of new courses such as PSSC, 
BSCS, CHEM Study and CBA is not necessarily “spe- 
cific evidence” of improved instruction within the 
schools of the State, there are 36 schools in North 
Carolina using PSSC physics, 5 schools using 
BSCS, 1 school using CHEM Study chemistry and 1 
school using CBA chemistry. 



Massachusetts : 

Proportion of teachers who are making adequate use 
of instructional materials of the modem variety : 



Science 

Mathematics. 



EUmmtary school, High school, 

percent percent 

25 80 

25 45 
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Connecticut: 

Twenty-five percent of the elementary teachers and 
more than 50 percent of the secondary teachers of 
science have been substantially infiuenced by the 
availability of modem instructional materials. We 
have no data for assessing the adequacy of use. 

Illinois: 

Over 60 i>ercent of the elementary sdiools of the State 
have updated or are in the process of updating their 
programs. Many of these schools have sought the 
help of this office in evaluating the newer programs. 
Hours for certification of mathematics teachers on 
the high school level has risen from 16 to 20. 

New Mexico: 

About 35 to 40 percent of New Mexico teachers are 
employing newer methods and techniques as well as 
updated teaching materials due to NDEA. 

West Virginia: 

All schools offering programs in PSSC, OBA, CHEM 
Study, BSCS, and speciaUzed junior high science 
have been able to do so because of NDEA funds. 

Minnesota: 

The strongest evidence indicating the uj)grading of 
science is the adoption of the new NSF courses of 
study. Approximately 20 percent of Minnesota dis- 
tricts presently teach BSCS, 10 percent PSSC, and 10 
percent CHEM Study. The majority of remaining 
schools are also considering the new courses. 

New Jersey: 

From data summarized from the NDEA application 
forms, the following has been noted : 

1. Fifty-five schools or 27 percent of the dis- 
tricts sampled were teaching BSCS. 

2. Eighty-three districts or 41 percent were 
teaching PSSC. 

3. Thirty-seven districts or 18 i>ercent teach 
CHEM Study or CBA. 

The number of earth science courses has increased 
from 12 in 1955-57 to 88 in 1962-63 and approxi- 
mately 218 in 1963-64. 

Hawaii : 

Estimated percentages of teachers using “updated” 
materials: elementary school — 40 percent; secondary 
school— 30 percent. Since NDEA began here, there 
are 8 schools using PSSC, 16 using CHEMS, and 16 
using BSCS. 

Sometimes in their reports the specialist super- 
visors are able to give some indication of the ex- 
tent of the introduction of specific curriculums and 
courses since the inception of NDEA. A sampling 
of these indications follows : 

Texas : 

About 20 i>ercent of the public schools are teaching 
PSSC studies, 5 percent are teaching BSCS biology, 
and about six public schools are offering CHEM 
Study chemistry. 






Iowa: 

Use of newer science courses : 

CBA chemistry— 16 schools 
Chemistry Study Group— 8 schools 
BSCS biology — 45 schools 
PSSC physics — 39 schools 
Other new programs — 4 schools 

Alabama : 

Prior to NDEA, the science programs were left in 
the hands of the individual teachers; consequently, 
the programs were haphazard or disorganized. This 
situation is now changing. Many schools have de- 
veloped programs for the entire elementary division. 
Teachers continue to help build programs, to examine, 
evaluate, and revise. 



Maryland : 

Increase in “new science course” enrollments: 



BSCS 

CHEM 

Earth science 

PSSC 



By By 

June SO, June SO, 
ms 1984 

1,409 3,400 

178 672 

3,661 4,742 

919 1, 667 



Jnereate 
1, 991 
394 
1,081 
748 



Pereent 

140.0 

210.0 
29.5 
81.0 



New York; 

250 schools— grade 12: Combined advanced algebra, 
solid geometry, calculus, and modem mathematics 
12 schools— grade 12: Probability and statistics 
1 school — grade 12 : Matrix algebra 
5 schools — grade 12: Introduction to college mathe- 
matics 

5 schools — grade 12 : Foundations of advanced mathe- 
matics 

100 schools— grade 12 : Advanced placement calculus 
and analytic geometry 



5.3 Adequacy of Laboratory and C/assroom 
Equipment 

Without adequate laboratory and classroom 
equipment the pupils of even the best qualified 
teacher are at a disadvantage ; Science classes are 
textbook centered; the pupils read about science 
and memorize “facts,” but miss the fundamental 
firsthand experience of being scientists which 
comes only from frequent participation in 
open-ended scientific oxperimentation. In mathe- 
matics classes an already abstract subject is made 
unnecessarily difficult for both pupil and teacher 
by the lack of models which can be manipulated, 
charts that fapilitate classwork, and proper instru- 
ments. Foreign language students without fre- 
quent access to recorded drill materials find it 
unnecessarily difficult to understand and speak 
the new tongue. 

Since the title III acquisitions program makes 
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available to local schools laboratory and class- 
room equipment of many kinds with half of the 
s cost paid from Federal fimds, it is understandable 
that the adequacy of the schools’ laboratory and 
classroom equipment should be a major criterion 
i for judging the effectiveness of a State’s title III 
I program. 

I It is considered a fair criterion of the program’s 

effectiveness; it is also a means of estimating how 
I much remains yet to be done. 

I New York reports on the adequacy of its schools’ 

I equipment for teaching the sciences : 



Grade: 


Percent of 
eehooU 


Oftheee, the 
percent of 


equipped 


adequacy 


K-4 - 


0-6 


100 


5-6 


10-20 


50 


7-8 


70 


50 


9 (general science) 


85 


50 


9-11 (biology, earth science) - 


80 


60 


10-12 (chemistry-physics)--- 


95 


76 



Connecticut: 

Except for a relativdy small amount of remodeling, 
title III has had little effect on science laboratory 
facilities in Connecticut since the funds available are 
insufficient to support the purchase of laboratory fur* 
niture for new buildings. 

Colorado: 

Title III has had a very desirable effect upon . . . 
the area of science throughout the State .... The 
adequacy of laboratory facilities has increased quite 
dramatically. Most secondary schools had laboratory 
facilities prior to title III, but in a great number 
of cases, particularly in the smaller schools, these 
facilities were woefully inadequate. 

Texas : 

The title III program has been responsible for about 
a 65-percent increase in equipment available to stu- 
dents of science. 



Washington : 

Science students in many Washington high schools 
are becoming actively involved in dynamic programs 
which make them actual investigators of scientific 
I principles and phenomena under the supervision of 

I instructors who are becoming directors rather than 

I demonstrators. Title III funds have assisted greatly 

I in acquiring the comparativdy expensive laboratory 

I equipment essential to such a meaningful laboratory 

I program. 

'I 

I Indiana : 

I In science, there are laboratory facilities in about 

i 1 percent of the elementary schools, in somewhat over 

I 5 percent of the junior high schools, and in 100 per- 
il cent of the senior high schools. 



















Massachusetts: 

Adequate science laboratory facilities: 10 percent of 
the elementary schools, 75 percent of the high schools. 

Idaho : 

In the public secondary schools in the State, approxi- 
mately 20 percent to 25 percent have science labora- 
tory facilities which the science supervisor considers 
to be adequate. . . . The effect of title III on science 
laboratory facilities within the State has been almost 
phenomenaL Prior to title III practically no schools 
within Idaho had anything that could be considered 
as an adequate science laboratory. 

Alaska : 

It is estimated that 40 percent of the public elemen- 
tary and secondary schools of the State have science 
laboratory equipment and it is further estimated that 
60 percent of this group have adequate laboratory 
facilities. None of the schools have abundant facil- 
ities. The major struggle was to acquire minimum 
basic equipment and materials. 

The Minnesota report voiced widely held misgiv- 
ings about the criterion of adequacy : 

In the senior high 63 percent of the schools claimed 
adequate facilities. . . . “Adequate for what?” Is a 
justifiable question. Adequate for an outmoded cur- 
riculum is probably closer to the truth than adequate 
for meeting present and future needs. 

The Nevada report elaborated on this point: 

The “adequacy” of a laboratory depends on the phi- 
losophy of education of the instructor. There are 
very few examples where the facility imposes serious 
limitations upon the existing program. There are 
just as few facilities which are adaptable to 
team teaching, discovery or inquiry learning, and 
interdisciplinary or concept development courses. 
Presumably the demand and the capability will 
develop together. 

South Dakota reports on the question of adequacy : 
The number of adequately equipped mathematics lab- 
oratories depends on the views of the i)erson de- 
termining the adequacy. I believe that the adequacy 
must be based upon a knowledge of the commtmity, 
the financial condition of the sdiool district, and 
whether the graduates from that particular district 
will seek employment or go to college after graduation. 

It should be borne in mind that the reported judg- 
ment regarding adequacy is made in most cases 
by the State’s specialist supervisor, the person who 
is best qualified by experience and by virtue of 
his direct, personal knowledge of the laboratories 
to make the judgment. The Missouri science su- 
pervisor expresses a widely held concern for 
science teaching in the elementary schools : 
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Alihongh perhaps flO percent of the elementary and 
secondary schools have some laboratory equipment, 
virtually none of the elementary schools are ad- 
equately equipped for the type of activities encouraged 
by the supervisors. 

Pennsylvania : 

Many schools five years ago had no equipment at all at 
the elementary leveL Today, a large number of our 
schools are setting up at least one i>eriod per week 
for laboratory work. 

Alabama : 

Before title III Alabama had no laboratory facil- 
ities for teaching elementary science. Only text- 
books a nd limited reference materials were available. 
Now the majority of schools have at least limited 
facilities. 

Kentucky : 

About 20 percent of the upper elementary (seventh 
and eighth) grades have science laboratories at the 
present time and this percentage is Increasing each 
year. If it had not been for the help of NDBA, 
title in, this would have been impossible in this 
State. 

A definite trend is noted in more laboratory 
work for the students [of science] and less lec- 
tuxing and demonstrating by the teacher. Since 
individual participation in aU science classes is con- 
stantly being stressed at the State level, more lab- 
oratories are being remodeled to fulfill this need. 
The laboratories and equipment in every school are 
evaluated each year either by a science supervisor 
or general supervisor. If deficiencies exist, a writ- 
ten report is returned to the local superintendent 
and the principal. Most of the districts are cor- 
recting those deficiencies as their finances will permit. 
Ea<di year improvement in the use of laboratory 
facilities is noted. 

Ohio: 

Practically all secondary schools have science lab- 
omtory facilities, and 90 percent of these might be 
considered adequate. About 26 percent of the el- 
ementary schools have such facilities and not more 
s percent of these could be considered adequate. 

California; 

From 1958 to 1963 the amount of time devoted to 
student laboratory work in senior high sdiool sciences 
Increased about 50 percent in California schools. 

The above reports on science laboratories re- 
flect teaching problems which are not unlike those 
faced by the foreign language instructor. In this 
field the basic criterion of adequacy — apart from 
the technical quality of the equipment per se— 
is ready availability of sufficient equipment to pro- 
vide every foreign language student (at the high 



school and junior high school levels) with at least 
20 minutes of drill per day. Thus, the judgments 
expressed below refer more to the amount and 
ready availability of the equipment than to its 
technical adequacy. 

Ohio reports: 

Of some 300 foreign language laboratory Installa- 
tions, only 20 sdiools are adequately equipped. 

Bhode Island: 

About 40 percent of the secondary schools have ade- 
quate foreign language laboratories. 

North Carolina; 

About 20 percent of the schools have adequate foreign 
language la'boratories. 

Virginia ; 

It is estimated that 30 percent of the public secondary 
schools possess language laboratories that provide for 
frequent practice for the modem language students. 

Nebraska : 

An estimate of the number of secondary schools with 
adequate lan gua ge laboratory facilities is 6 percent 
These schools, however, are the larger schools in the 
State and enroll a sizable portion of the students in 
the State. 

New Hampshire; 

About 66 percent of the high schools have a language 
laboratory, and approximately 50 i>ercent of these 
laboratories are adequate for the present 

Second only after the competence of the teach- 
er as a criterion of the excdlence of a program of 
foreign language instruction is the length of the 
sequence of courses. Before NDEA, rare was the 
public school that offered more than two years of 
instruction in a language. Therefore, the State 
foreign language supervisors have given constant 
encouragement to the establishment of 4-, 6-, 6-year 
and even longer courses of study. The long se- 
quence is built only by adding a level each suc- 
ceeding year; hence the process is slow and the 
numbers still small. The report of States that 
furnished data on this point is recorded here. 

5.4 Longer Sequences of Foreign Language Study 

The few examples given below are merely il- 
lustrative of the trend in recent years. The in- 
compatibility of much of the data make it im- 
possible to show the situation nationwide. 
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[The figures for each State represent the number of schools reported] 



Length In years 


4 


5 


6 


7 


8 


0 


10 


Xricansas— 


10 


1 


5 


1 




2 






160 




>5 










TlalawArp 


0 


6 


3 








ln<ltAnA- - .......... 


25 


16 










Iowa. » 


40 




4 










MfkInA 


24 




8 










MImautI ..... 


15 


6 


2 










NAhroAkA ..... 


42 














Maw TTftmnshlrA - 




6 










Maw yprsAV- 






6 








2 


Maw I^ayIaa _ 






2 










ntrlalinmA 


5 




17 










pAnTiQxrltr An 1 A 


S05 




13 










Rhode Island - 


10 




5 


1 


1 


2 


2 


flAnfH r^ArnlinA 


0 




4 










nPAnnAiofiAA _ _ 


25 




0 










VircHniA 


<50 




1 










Wlsf*nnAln 




37 



























> Out of a total of 128 senior high schools, 
s Percent. 



5.5 Evidence of Greater Scholastic Achievement 

Ultimately the question must be asked, “What is 
the effect of all this on the pupils themselves?” 
The answer, however elusive, seems to be that the 
pupils are achieving more, learning more than be- 
fore NDEA simply because they are in circum- 
stances more favorable to learning: teachers who 
have received extra training and who have super- 
visory help, upgraded Instructional materials func- 
tioning in curriculums undergoing constant re- 
vision, better equipped classrooms and laboratories, 
advanced level courses never offered before, and 
longer sequences of study. These and countless 
other variable factors combine to make it impos- 
sible to establish a direct cause-and-effect relation- 
ship between a given pupil’s scores and title III. 
This accounts for the reticence of the title III ad- 
ministrators to claim such a relationship. 

Oklahoma reports: 

The most reliable gauge of which I know that indi- 
cates improved instruction in mathematics in recent 
years is the testimony from our colleges and univer- 
sities. Just a few years ago, considerable criticism 
was heard from these colleges concerning the neces- 
sity for remedial mathematics courses in the colleges. 
We are now told many students are admitted to ad- 
vanced classes in mathematics because their high 
school training is thorough. 

Ohio: 

Ohio State University recently announced that reme- 
dial mathematics courses were being discontinued 
due to the fact that “most of the students now enter- 
ing the university are adequately prepared.” 
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Delaware: 

All public school pupils who placed in the AATF con- 
test this spring in categories A and B, which included 
pupils without foreign exi)erience, were from schools 
with full laboratory facilities, highly qualified teach- 
ers, and a 6- or 6-year sequence of French study. 

Iowa: 

The two State universities in Iowa, Iowa State Uni- 
versity at Ames, and the State University of Iowa at 
Iowa City, have reported that new students entering 
in recent years are stronger. This is evidenced by the 
entrance tests and ability to cope with college aca- 
demic standards. 

Ehode Island: 

Mathematics grades were higher on college entrance 
examinations than in previous years. 

Idaho : 

. . . there appears to be universal agreement among 
[Idaho] college mathematicians that the training high 
school students in mathematics receive has vastly 
improved over the last few years. It is anticipated 
within the next 6 to 10 years the beginning college 
course for credit will be calculus, with all other mathe- 
matics having moved down into the high school. 

New Hampshire: 

The strongest evidence of improved instruction comes 
from our State colleges. With-nt fail, they report 
a more “mathematically mature” student now enter- 
ing college. The University of New Hampshire and 
Keene State College are revising their freshman year 
courses in the light of this. The university reports 
a significant drop in enrollments in precalculus 
courses. Keene State College is feeling the pressure 
at the upper imdergraduate level. Students excused 
from college algebra, college trigonometry, etc., must 
be provided with advanced courses more suited to 
their needs. In 1964-65, a new staff member will be 
added to the mathematics department at Keene, in 
order that such courses may be provided. 

Louisiana : 

There is some specific evidence of improvement in 
the teaching of mathematics: college mathematics 
courses for teachers in several colleges have been re- 
vised, and there is wider use in colleges of placement 
plans which eliminate basic courses for certain well- 
prepared students. 

Maine : 

The chairmen of the modem language departments 
in all the liberal arts colleges and the University of 
Maine have indicated that their incoming students 
from Maine (as with students from out of the State) 
are now much better prepared. Two colleges have 
abolished their intermediate courses for freshmen 
since most applicants wishing to continue language 
study in college can now be placed in advanced 
courses. 
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6.0 Successful Administrative Practices 



Title III, NDEA, is a relatively new factor, a 
new influence in the departments of education of 
the participating States. It has taken time for 
those departments to mesh this Federal aid pro- 
gram with the always larger ongoing State-sup- 
ported educational program and with other 
already-established Federal programs. It has 
taken time to secure State and local funds to 
match the Federal appropriations. It has taken 
f irrift to explore the possible ways of using the title 
III authorization in harmony with the pattern of 
laws and practices in each of the States. The 
States have not all been equally successful in this 
respect. In answer to a question seeking to ascer- 
tain why there have been successful title III pro- 
grams in some schools and not in others, the Dela- 
ware title III coordinator also explained much of 
the variation in programs from State to State : 

. . . local initiative and “dream power” is the an- 
swer .... Local taxpayers — who in Delaware must 
approve extra expenditures through referendum — 
Boards of Education, school administrators, and 
teachers do not dream at a uniform level. 

6.1 Making the Most of the Title III Project 

Although — as this report makes evident-super- 
visory leadership is the major contribution of title 
ITT, NDEA, to the improvement of instruction, 
the larger share of the money disbursed through 
title III goes for the acquisition of teaching ma- 
terials and equipment. In the early months of 
NDEA, before there was a clear idea of what the 
role of the supervisors would be, title III was 
sometimes called “the hardware program.” To- 
day the success of a State’s title III program can 
be measured along a continuum at one ^reme of 
which the title III project (the contract under 
which a local school district participates in the 
acquisition program and receives reimbursement 
in Federal funds) is little more than a purchase 
order, while at the other extreme it is a complete, 
long-range plan for the improvement of instruc- 



tion in that school district. Title III is a hard- 
ware program only to the extent that the title III 
project is allowed to be merely a purchase order. 
Fortunately, the “dream power” shown by the 
States’ title III coordinators and supervisors has 
produced many effective ways of using the project, 
the contractual arrangement, to improve instruc- 
tion. A close study of all the States’ title III re- 
ports reveals the extraordinary extent to which 
the project is so used. This outline is a composite 
of those ways, all drawn from the States’ reports 
and set forth in more detail in the excerpts which 
follow. 

I. Preproject planning — 

A. Consultations with State supervisor, in- 
volving local teachers and administrators 

II. The formal project application — 

A. The teachers’ long-range plan to improve 
instruction 

1. Assessment of the local instructional 
program 

2. Statement of long- and short-range 
objectives 

3. Assuring teacher readiness 

a. Study and discussion 

b. Visits to other schools 

c. Plan for inservice education pro- 
grams — ^NDEA, NSF, etc., insti- 
tutes 

4. Curriculum revision 

a. Articulation with “feeder” schools 
and colleges 

b. New combes to be added — course 
sequences to be lengthened 

c. Use of upgraded teaching materials 

5. Commitment to evaluate the project’s 
effectiveness 

B. Selection of materials and equipment to be 
acquired 

1. Compliance with technical standards 

C. Consideration of the need for minor re- 
modeling 
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III. Checking and approving the project in the 
State office — 

A. Applying the State’s standards and priori- 
ties 

B. Checking eligibility and appropriateness 
of items ordered 

IV. Project followup — 

A. Visits by State supervisors and related 
services personnel 

B. State-level evaluation of the project’s 
eflPectiveness 

The annual reports on title III show clearly 
that by judicious use of the States’ priorities and 
standard^, by making proper use of the States’ 
project application forms to gather information 
and provide guidance, and by involving the 
States’ specialist supervisors closely in project 
planning, every title III project can contribute 
stron^y to the improvement of instruction. 

Delaware gives an overview of many of the pro- 
cedures: 

Supervisors have assisted local schools in surveying 
their need>3 and in preparing the project propos- 
als ... . Supenrisors can, in fact, survey the local 
situation to determine whether or not any such pro- 
posal is desirable or needed or what alternative might 
3 ved. This technique was particularly effec- 
tive at the time of the reallocation of Federal funds in 
February and March of fiscal year 1964. Since the 
reallocation was more than two times the original 
amount of allocation to the iState, Delaware would 
have been quite skeptical about such a large expendi- 
ture had it not been possible to be continuously in 
contact with the schools, through our supervis- 
ors .... The science supervisor said, “I have par- 
ticipated in the planning of many . . . projects . . . 
working with teacher committees or with adminis- 
trative committees .... The best . . . are those 
where there has been a three-pronged approach at im- 
proving instruction: the teacher training has been 
ui>graded, the facilities have been improved, and the 
program [curriculum] has been revised.” Two ex- 
amples of this threoi>ronged approach : At Laurel the 
biology teacher participated in the biology inservice 
program, the biology facilities were remodeled using 
title III funds, and the curriculum was revised and 
updated by the adoption of the BSOS Green Version. 
This resulted from meetings witii the teacher, the 
superintendent of schools, the high school principal 
and finally with the Board of Education. At William 
Henry, the supervisor secured a place at the science 
Institute at Franklin and Manhall College for the 
science teacher, title III helped purchase a plane- 
tarium, and the science program was revised to In- 
clude a section on astronomy. 

Many of the States publish and distribute to all 
their public schools manuals explaining the oper- 



ations of title III. In the early days of title III 
these publications often explained little more than 
how to place an order. By fiscal year 1964 many 
of the manuals covered much of the above outline. 

Delaware’s statement about its foreign language 
publications is a good example : 

The title III “Workbook” was compiled as an aid to 
teachers and administrators in determining long-range 
goals and plans for foreign language programs. It 
encourages evaluation of various facets of the current 
program, and on the basis of this evaluation, requires 
projected plans for the development of the program. 
It is expected that this master plan, develoi>ed on a 
district basis, will serve (during the next few years) 
as a basis for several well-planned projects. Dela- 
ware also published in fiscal year 1964, “Guidelines 
for the Selection of Language Laboratories,” and the 
“Delaware Standards” book was revised for acquisi- 
tion under title IIL 

The Illinois report notes a special advantage in the 
use of such publications : 

Illinois has a 10-page booklet “Suggestions and 
Guidelines for Preparing Title III Science Project 
Applications,” which answers most common questions 
about the purpose and procedures of the title III 
acquisition program in Illinois. It saves much use- 
less travel and correspondence. 

In each of the subject fields there are State pub- 
lications to encourage and facilitate long-range 
planning; e.g., the Delaware construction guide to 
the design of a mathematics classroom or labora- 
tory. 

There is at least one State in which so little 
“dream power” had been applied to title IH that 
teaching equipment and materials acquired under 
the title often arrived at local schools as a surprise 
to the teachers involved, and the State supervisor 
learned of them only by chance visits. In con- 
trast to this, other States assured advance planning 
and consultation by means of a declaration of 
intent. 

Idaho reports : 

When the supervisors expressed dissatisfaction with 
school districts’ project planning in terms of local 
curriculum needs and instructional objectives, it was 
decided that local districts shall henceforth send to 
the supervisors a declaration of intent to place ap- 
plications in advance. Such a procedure is meant to 
permit the supervisors to consult with the districts 
in project planning. 

Illinois is another State which us^ letters of 
intent to participate in the acquisitions program as 
a means of alerting the supervisors and enabling 
them to schedule visits for program planning. 
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There is a growing realization that if local pro- 
fessional leadership is to be developed and instruc- 
tion improved, the local classroom teachers must 
be closely involved at every step in planning a title 
HI project. 

Washington reports on this point : 

We believe that the most successful title III programs 
have been those in which planning proceeded from 
the classroom level and was channeled upward to the 
area of administrative decision. Long-term planning, 
extensive committee work and the establishment of 
well-defined educational objectives have paid off in 
the title III program. On the other hand, adminis- 
trators who see title III funds as a way of providing 
equipment regardless of teacher interest or training, 
have failed to improve instruction to any substantial 
degree. 

Nebraska makes a pertinent comment : 

We believe the degree of success of a title III project 
is directly proportional to the amount of planning, 
especially at the local level, that precedes the project 
application. TO this end we are asking for more evi- 
dence of this planning in our project applications. 

Another point stressed in the States’ reports is 
that it is in connection with the planning and pro- 
posal of title III projects that provision should be 
made for preparing the teachers to use the new 
materials and equipment. This often entails or- 
ganizing inservice education programs for those 
teachers. 

Illinois reports: 

Our experience continues to support the position that 
much improvement is still needed in science, mathe- 
matics, and foreign language instruction, and that 
acquisition of equipment and materials should not get 
beyond teacher readiness to utilize the equipment and 
materials; that there is a critical need for special 
supervision and consultant help in science, mathe- 
matics, and foreign language at local district leveL 

New Jersey: 

The basis for success or failure of title III programs 
seems to be the degree of planning by the local district 
(Are the plans well-formulated, have teachers been in- 
volved in the plans, are teachers instructed in the use 
of new equipment, and have they participated in in- 
service programs that familiarize them with modem 
programs of instruction?) 

Utah: 

The project application forms prepared by the science 
specialist and title III coordinator required outlines 
of the proposed curricular program, anticipated im- 
provement in instruction, and Inservlce activities al- 
ready engaged in, planned or needed to facilitate the 
use of the requested itema 
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Nevada : 

Some schools more efficiently use title III programs 
because it becomes part of a long-range plan in the 
improvement of instruction. In general, in those 
schools where programs have not been successful it 
is because title III has been used as a stopgap measure 
without long-range planning. 

New York: 

In the event that an item is unusual and/or very 
expensive, this office approves the item on the basis of 
intended use and the recency and appropriateness of 
the training of the teacher. 

Iowa: 

School district administrators and mathematics teach- 
ers have been encouraged to visit the pilot mathe- 
matics laboratories . . . established throughout the 
State before preparing mathematics projects. 

There is wide consensus among the States that 
the specialist supervisors and related services per- 
sonnel should be involved in the evaluation and 
approval of project applications under title III. 

Florida : 

The supervisor of science education spent approxi- 
mately 5 percent of his time on ex am i n i ng and ap- 
proving projects. They are reviewed for (1) con- 
formity to State standards; (2) consistency with the 
supervisory riong-range] plans filed In this office by 
the county; and (3) educational sou n d n ess and prac- 
ticality in terms of his knowledge of the program in 
the particular county. 

Delaware reports that some things cannot be 
approved: 

Having ascertained that the project is a valid one, 
then the supervisory staff reviews the program in de- 
tail and makes a supervisory Judgment to determine 
whether or not the particular school involved does 
need this kind of project and whether this project will 
best expand or improve the offering in that schooL 
If the answer to this question is found to be negative, 
then the supervisors are to be in touch virith the 
schools to discuss a possible modification. 

The task of ex amining title III applications for 
conformity to a State’s standards and priorities^ 
and of being certain of the eligibility of all itemSy 
is a major one. In order not to take too much of 
the specialist supervisor’s time for this work and 
still take full advantage of his professional knowl- 
edge and his acquaintance with the local school 
situation, many States find ways to share the 
burden. 

Connecticut reports : 

Connecticut has the supervisors review those items on 
project applications which the clerk is unable to iden- 
tify and reach a decision on. The consultant must 
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reach a decision regarding the approvablUty of such 
new Items. Projects Including Items Involving audio* 
visual devices and library books are referred to the 
consultant In audiovisual education and the consul* 
tant in school libraries. Regarding questionable 
Items, whether old or new, the supervisor often con* 
fers with the local school to get further information 
and clarification. In some cases this Involves cor* 
respondence and personal visits to the local schooL 

New Jersey : 

Since New Jersey hires consultants to work under 
the supervision of the foreign language supervisor 
In approving proposed projects, only 10 percent of 
the supervisor’s time had to be spent In actual re- 
view of written projects. The foreign language 
supervisor has been freed from as much clerical work 
as possible In order to allow him more time In the 
field. 

Utah reports on help received from NDEA, 
title X: 

Title X personnel did the detailed work associated 
with title III projects. The specialist was no longer 
a slave to an adding machine. This represented a 
tremendous gain for us In terms of freeing time for 
meaningful supervisory services. 

Indiana: 

The subject field supervisors are responsible for the 
major evaluation of project applications. Other de- 
partment personnel are readily available for neces- 
sary consultation, but do not play a major and direct 
role In project approvaL 

All in all, the reports make it plain that only 
rarely is the title HI project a “mere purchase 
order.” Bather, each project is more likely 
to be part of a vigorous, concerted effort by teach- 
ers and administrators who have taken stock of 
their situation, sought help from the most knowl- 
edgeable people, made a long-range plan for the 
improvement of instruction, provided for the in- 
service upgrading of the teachers involved, and 
who then carry out the plan and, finally, evalu- 
ate the work and take stock again. 

6.2 Using State Standards and Priorities to Assure 
Quality and Give Direction 

Close reading of the States’ title III narrative 
reports reveals that in the broadest sense it is in 
the establishment and application of standards 
and priorities that the State school agencies have 
eicploited least fully the possibilities of title TTT. 
“In the broadest sense” means in this context 
standards that go beyond specifications of phys- 
ical quality and embrace such matters as the quali- 
fications of teachers and vertical coordination of 
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the curriculum, and priorities which reject “first 
come, first served” and “share and share alike” 
as criteria in favor of a systematic attack on the 
weaknesses in the States’ public schools. 

The application of priorities and standards 1 * 6 - 
quires first a realization of the powerful leverage 
they can give in any effort to bring about educa- 
tional change. Second, their use is facilitated 
when it is necessary to choose among many proj- 
ects competing for the same funds. The Oregon 
coordinator makes a pertinent statement in this 
regard : 

Overdemand for matching funds resulted In appoint- 
ment of ad hoc advisory committees of school super- 
intendents from the State at large to advise on the 
development of policies and priorities. 

California, a State which has much greater 
demand from local school districts for title III 
matching monies than it can supply, selects among 
competing projects on the basis of an evaluation 
of the project proposals by a group of about 20 
persons. The group includes subject matter spe- 
cialists from local school districts and representa- 
tives of the offices of county superintendents of 
schools, universiti^ and colleges, and the four in- 
structional bureaus of the State department of 
education. This work is facilitated by use of a 
project evaluation check sheet. 

Some States report using their standards and 
priorities to encourage consolidation of very small 
school districts. In a typical case of thk kind 
they were used to make eligible only those units 
that maintain standards of enrollment, teacher- 
pupil ratios, grade structure, organization, etc., 
that could “contribute to an instructional environ- 
ment conducive to efficient use of materials and 
equipment.” By this criterion, out of 425 local 
agencies in the State, 319 are eligible, and 207 
participated. 

Colorado mentions that the State assigns pri- 
ority to projects in need of additional assistance 
in order to improve currently substandard instruc- 
tional programs, often found in the impoverished 
areas of the State. These projects require the sub- 
mission of additional information to help decide 
which are most worthy. Mississippi has insisted 
that basic equipment be acquired before a school 
adds much enrichment equipment. 

Delaware recalls a criterion in its State plan in- 
dicating that laboratories should not be added 
where qualified personnel are not available and 
indicating also that no title III funds should go 
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into a language program except where the pro- 
gram is geared to a 3-year sequence in any par- 
ticular foreign language. The report says that 
there have been instances where school districts 
were advised not to install language laboratories 
because qualified teachers were not available, 
Massachusetts stresses its strict criteria for 
evaluation of projects in terms of expected im- 
provement of instruction: inherent instructional 
value of the acquisitions, qualification and size of 
local staff, relation to curricular offerings, long- 
term pattern of acquisitions. This State points 
out that it has revised its State plan to permit re- 
imbursement at a variable ratio, in order to “bene- 
fit impoverished areas of the State.” Michigan 
notes that, “From the beginning of Michigan’s 
participation in this program, we adopted a var- 
iable matching ratio by local school districts that 
provides preferential treatment to poorer districts. 
We may be said to have anticipated the current 
concern about impoverished areas.” Minnesota is 
another State which uses a variable ratio of reim- 
bursement for this purpose. 

Nebraska uses a variable ratio of reimbursement 
for another purpose : 

We are reimbursing our schools on a variable basis 
(currently 45 percent), with the resulting earned 
State funds being used to improve our supervisory 
and related services program. 

One State (North Carolina) has central pur- 
chasing of all school equipment and materials, 
which facilitates maintaining technical standards, 
and another says that “the local school district of 
New York City (with 35 percent of the State’s 
public school pupils) maintains a bureau of stand- 
ards which, for an educetional institution, is the 
best in the United States.” 

Some comments by the State title III coordina- 
tors lead strongly to the inference that the pro- 
grams are hampered by lack of standards and 
priorities. 

Indiana: Audiovisual materials have always consti- 
tuted the major share of every science application in 
this State since the program b^^an. Sometimes this 
has been to the sacrifice of other . . . needed equip- 
ment and materials. 

Utah: Utah has not established language laboratory 
specifications and enforced them. This has resulted 
in mechanical breakdowns and failures which in turn 
have acted to the detriment of the usefulness of 
language laboratories. Plans for next year include 
establishing a series of language laboratory specifi- 
cations and enforcing them. 







Tennessee : Failure of school systems to get bids from 
more than one company, vulnerable administrators in 
the hands of hlgh-i)owered salesm e n, and inahlllty 
of local systems to state specifications so that manu- 
facturers of inferior equipment are eliminated. 

Oklahomjs: Hopefully, local school personnel will plan 
long-range programs which provide for needed basic 
equipment first. 

Missouri: The superintendent, for instance, who 
proudly provided funds for a laboratory costing eight 
or ten thousand dollars sometimes balked at the 
expenditure of eighty or a hundred dollars for pro- 
fessionally prepared tapes Integrated with an up-to- 
date audiolingual course, which could have put his 
original expenditure to significant use. 

A brief analysis of the “principles of priority” 
set forth in the States’ title III plans, to supple- 
ment the above information, reveals wide diver- 
gence. The accompanying table, “Priorities and 
‘Principles of Priorities’ in State Title III Plans,” 
shows that almost as much consideration goes to 
administrative and fiscal matters as to strictly 
pedagogical ones. Strictly speaking the three are 
often inseparable. 

PrioTities and ^Prmovples of PfioTities*^ im, Stcde 
Title III Phm 

Number of 



Administrative : Btateo 

Accreditation of schools 14 

Minimnni attendance 6 

Maximum use of acquisitions 8 

Maintenance, space, other facilities 24 

Share and share alike 1 

First come, first served 5 

Previous project success, 3 

Fiscal : 

Evidence of local financial effort 15 

Evidence of local need 16 

Number of pupils served 10 

Per pupil cost 12 

Continue after NDEA. 7 

Meet technical standards.^ 8 

Pedagogical: 

Improve instruction 18 

Balance the instructional program 14 

Long-range planning 24 

Qualified faculty 42 

Balance pupil and teacher needs 6 

Meet minimum standards 12 

Go beyond minimnni standards 10 

Provide local supervision 7 

Make local evaluation of projects 4 

Provide for the gifted pupil 6 

Provide for the underachiever 1 

Pilot or demonstration projects 13 

Provide guidance services 1 



The table above shows plainly enough that the 
States are willing to use title III as leverage to 
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bring about educational change. It suggests the 
dilemma in those State departments of education 
where the desire to serve all the State’s children 
must be weighed against the desire to increase local 
effort and penalize or even eliminate very small 
schools which do not meet certain standards. The 
table also shows that the full potential of a priority 
system applied to title III for the improvement of 
instruction has not been realized. 

6.3 Techniques of Title ill Program Evaluation 

Analysis of the States’ narrative reports on 
NDEA, title III reveals more than 12 different 
approaches to a partial evaluation of the program. 
The same reports leave no doubt ^ that a completely 
objective, quantified assessment of the effectiveness 
of the program in terms of such variables as stu- 
dent enrollments, course of curriculum enrichment, 
teacher qualifications, and student achievement at- 
tributable to title 111 has not been carried out yet 
in any State, and is probably not yet feasible. 
Certainly, no assessment of these factors, nation- 
wide, in comparable terms for all the States is 
presently possible, due to the wide variation and 
limitations of the States’ capabilities for gathering 
the data. 

The techniques of evaluation which have been 
used are here noted, each followed by one or more 
pertinent excerpts from the States’ reports. 

1. Use of State agency's research and statistical 
services: 

New York: The ofSce of research and evaluation In 
the department has, for the past several months, been 
working on a worthy evaluation of the effects of 
title III in our State. We expect that the results 
will be available In January of 1965. 

Oregon: The State supervisors worked with the re- 
search section to devise a form from which data 
regarding science, mathematics, and modem foreign 
language offerings in individual sdiools can be readily 
obtained. 

Mississippi surveyed a sample of its districts : Phase I 
was a survey of the title III projects from 10 
percent of the local school districts to determine 
sums approved for different types of equipment, ma- 
terials, and minor remodeling, and to determine en- 
rollments in all pertinent courses. Phase II used 
a questionnaire sent to the same districts to get their 
reactions to the title III program and suggestions for 
Its improvement 

* See chapter 6.0 above. 



Arkansas: The State supervisor of mathematics car- 
ried out an experiment in Inservice education involv- 
ing 16 elementary schools and over 500 teachers. 

Programed materials were used for the instruction, 
and attitude tests, questionnaires, and examinations 
were given to most of the participating teachers. 

Massachusetts : In 1964 these surveys were completed : 

1. “Survey of Modem Foreign Language 
Teachers In Service" ; 

2. “Study of Teacher Mobility and Sources of ^ 
Teacher Supply” ; 

3. “Survey of Modem Foreign Language 
Teacher Preparation Programs in Massachusetts 

Colleges and Universities" ; * ^ 

4. “Course Offerings and Enrollments in Massa- 
diusetts Secondary Schools in 1963"; and 

6. “Course Offerings and Enrollments in Massa- 
chusetts Secondary Schools 1964." 

It is doubtful if comparable information is available 
for any other field at this time. Massachusetts is 
th^efore in a favorable position to plan inservlce 
training programs, to work with muiverslties on pro- 
grams of teacher preparation, to make recommenda- - 

tions regarding certificution requirements, and in 
general to act on firm ground to strengthen instrac- 
tion. 

2. Cooperationwith other NDEA programs: 

New Mexico: The statistics and research division - 

(title X) supplied a listing of all mathematics teach- 
ers in grades 7-12, together with subjects taught, 
class enrollments, etc., from whidi a statewide direc- j 

tory was compiled. 

‘i 

Nebraska: The information provided through title X | 

has been very valuable in assessing various phases of 
the title III program. Little has been done to coordi- / 

nate with other NDEA programs. \ 

New Jersey: The title X State staff has provided the I 

title III ofBce with more research and survey data | 

than in the past. Steps are presently underway to ]. 

transfer much of our Information-collecting forms | 

to data processing systems, through the assistance of \ 

title X staff. \ 

\ 

3. Studies hy research departments of loccd school i 

units: * ^ 

New York: A study of effects of FLES was made \ 

under sponsorship of Hii&sville Public School Dis- | 

trlct. Principal investigator is Mr. William J. Camp* _ f 
bell. Director of Research, Hicksville Public Schools. 

South Carolina: Every school district administrator 
was asked to give a “status report" of the title III 
program during the past year with a view to com- 
paring the instructional program as it exists In the 
local districts now with the program as It was when 
the Act went into effect in 1958. 

4. University theses a/nd dissertatioTis: 

Oregon: An evaluative study of the first four years of 
title III, sponsored by the State through title III, 
was made by Mr. Donald Empey as a doctoral dis- 
sertation at the University of Oregon. 
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A conference on the impact of title III in Oregon 
is being planned to discuss implications of the above 
study, with invitations to the following : 

Congressional Members of the State of Oregon 
U.S. 0£9ceof Education 
Oregon titie III personnel, State level 
County intermediate education district snperin* 
tendents 

Local school district superintendents 
School board members 
Community college representatives 
News media. 

Florida: A survey was conducted with guidance from 
the supervisor of science education in six selected 
counties of Florida to determine the impact which 
the NDEA program has had on the science program. 
It was conducted by Earl Brakken, an instructor in 
science education from Florida State University. 
Tennessee: A study entitled “The Effect of NDEA, 
Title III on Secondary Science Programs in Tennes- 
see” is now underway at the University of Tennessee. 
It should be completed by the end of 1965. 

6. Through conl/racts with outside ag&ncies: 

California contracted with the independent consult- 
ing firm of Arthur D. Little, Inc., for evaluation of 
its ac>tivities under title III. 

6. By the use of checklists: 

Oregon: The foreign language supervisor developed 
an informal evaluative device for self-evaluation on 
language programs. The publication was sent to all 
junior and senior highs in Oregon with the sugges- 
tion that one copy be returned to the State Depart- 
ment for use in determining future action at the 
State leveL About 80 percent returned the form. 
The device “has had considerable impact upon the 
local districts which has resulted in some significant 
recommendations being made to school administra- 
tors and school boards.” A followup is planned. 

Oklahoma: Has used checklists sent to each local 
school as a means of assessing the title III programs 
there. These are self-evaluation checklists such as 
“A Suggested Checklist for Assessing a Science Pro- 
gram” (an OE publication). 

Illinois: Is another State which uses “an evaluation 
checklist” for a unit district, elementary district, 
junior high, and high school for mathematics. Illi- 
nois issues “guidelines for the evaluation of foreign 
langniage instruction” to all schools in Illinois. 

7. Cooperation with national or regional studies: 

Iowa: Five states have joined to evaluate certain 
mathematics programs (the SMSG, the Illinois, the 
Maryland, and the Ball State College materials) ; 
Iowa, Minnesota, South Dakota, North Dakota, and 
Wisconsin. 

Rhode Island: The State participated in the “Na- 
tional Longitudinal Study in Mathematics Achieve- 
ment,” with schools participating from 13 towns. 



8. Use of project application forms to gather data: 

Delaware is moving toward a change in the approach 
for local project proposals. A workbook-type evalua- 
tive approach will be used in the future and will en- 
compass long-range planning. 

Wisconsin: A careful review of each local district’s 
filed program [long-range plan for the improvement 
of instruction] is periodically made to determine 
status of program in light of plan objectives. In 
addition, a machine-scored inventory of equipment 
acquired has provided us with potential evaluative 
data which are now being used to determine progpress 
toward program realization. A review of local par- 
ticipation on a county and legislative district basis 
is now under way. If the project application is a 
continuation of a previously submitted project, a 
progress report is submitted as weU. Based upon this 
Information, an evaluation of the appropriateness of 
the materials can be determined. 

Iowa: The project application forms provide for 
evaluation reports and justification comments from 
participating schools. 

9. Visits to local schools: 

West Virginia: The administrative and supervisory 
staff members visit and review the title III programs 
in each of the 55 school districts within the State. 
To insure uniformity we have developed a special 
form for the review. Sources of information such 
as inservice training programs, project applications, 
and supervisory and related services personnel are 
used in making the evaluation. 

Missouri: In depth reviews are made in certain school 
districts in science and modem foreign languages. 
. . . Commendation is given in those instances merit- 
ing BflTTiP and suggestions are made about things that 
need to be strengthened. These surveys, because of 
the greater amount of time involved, permit more 
comprehensive analysis than the usual visit to 
local agencies. 

10. State evcdnuition by local school request: 

New York: The State has what is known as the 
Cooperative Review Service. This is a survey con- 
ducted upon the request of the school administration 
in which a team of supervisors from the department 
does a comprehensive and scholarly survey and report 
of a school system. Through these surveys we have 
gained firsthand knowledge r^arding the effective- 
ness of the title III program. 

11. Use of standardized tests : 

Virgin Islands: Preliminary studies initiated by the 
title III State staff resulted in a recommendation to 
employ sequential tests of educational progress for 
high school grades in the 1964r-65 school year. It is 
hoped that analyses of these tests will reveal im- 
proved instruction in science and mathematics based 
upon title III programs. 

12. Annual adrrdnistratwe review by title III per- 
sonnel: (See 5.0 above). 
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13. Misoellamous: 

Tcxss * A siqeII research study by the title III mathe* 
matics supervisors will determine the growth that 
has taken place in participants of the Agency- 
sponsored inservice program. The teachers will take 
a standardized mathematics test before they begin 
the inservice program and another form of the same 
test at the conclusion of the program. A comparison 
of the scores will then be made. 

Through the Texas State testing program, it will be 
possible by the end of fiscal year 1965 to compare 
scores on standardized science tests made by high 
school seniors who have attended participating schools 
with those of seniors not in participating districts. 



and with seniors in their own district prior to par- 
ticipation in title IIL 

Iowa: The State is using machine data processing 
techniques to evaluate. They have worked on teacher 
preparation, analysis of equipment purchased by 
schools, and course enrollments. 

Kentucky: The science laboratories and equipment in 
every school are evaluated each year either by a State 
science supervisor or a general supervisor. If defi- 
ciencies exist, a written report is returned to the 
local superintendent and the principal. 

The States’ narrative reports leave no doubt that 
they have not yet found completely satisfactory 
ways to evaluate their title III programs. 
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7.0 Problems, Needs, Highlight Statements 

Six years’ experience with NDEA, title III has 
resolv^ many issues that were debatable when the 
act was first put into effect : 

. . . the provision of supervisory leadership is the 
title’s greatest boon to education . . . the effectiveness 
of the equipment and materials acquisition program 
depends upon that leadership . . . qualified teachers 
are the heart of the matter, yet many teachers need 
much Inservice education in order to become qualified 
. . . there are many ways to extend widely the amount 
of inservice education that can be provided through 
title III . . . effective E-to-B.A. curriculum coordina< 
tion depends on leadership capable of speaking au* 
thoritatlvely to subject area specialists at all teadbing 
levels . . . every title III local school project can be a 
"mere purchase order" or it can be part of a strong, 
all-embracing local movement to improve education — 
depending upon leadership at the State level ... all 
of a State’s resources must be marshaled to improve 
education; to do this requires strong professional 
leadership at the State level in each subject field. . . . 

The list could be eittended. 

7.1 Problems and Needs 

Likewise the problems and needs have become 
increasingly apparent oyer the past six years. 
Again the most common ones will be listed and 
followed by brief, typical comments from the 
States’ reports. 

1. IVeed for more specialist supervisors: 

New York; A worthy improvement in the Federal 
program would be an increase in the supervisory and 
administrative funds allotted to the States. To in- 
crease the number of supervisors would greatly en- 
hance the ability to improve classroom instruction in 
the local schools. 

Colorado : The most needed . . . additions are related 
to the Improvement of inservice education . . . for 
teachers ... it is clear that three additional consult- 
ants, one in each subject area, could easily be ab- 
sorbed. 

Indiana: Funds and personnel for Inservice work- 
shops. 

Illinois: One of our greatest problems is the securing 
of qualified personnel to serve as consultants in the 
areas of science, mathematics, and foreign language. 
Many school districts in the northern section of our 



State can afford to pay higher salaries, and this makes 
it diflacult for this office to hire the professional 
personnel that we must have. 

2. Inservice education to upgrade the teaching 
staffs: 

Maine: There is a great need for more inservice train- 
ing of teachers in the elementary grades. There is 
need for a continued effort to provide more funds for 
the supervisory services account. Maine needs addi- 
tional State supervisors to work closely with local 
schools on a regional basis [since there are virtually 
no local supervisors] and consultants for inservice 
professional training of teachers. 

New York: The largest unmet need and problem is the 
inservice training of teachers at all levels required, to 
teach revised programs successfully. 

District of Columbia: It is hard to attract and hold 
superior teachers. They are accepting better paying 
positions in Industry and government service. 
Florida: The mathematics supervisor says, “The 
greatest unmet need is money to initiate inservice 
courses under the department of education. As yet 
none has been used for this purpose. I have been told 
none is available for next year." 

Indiana: Science man says greatest need is to acceler- 
ate teacher preparation at the elementary school leveL 
“It is hoped that in the years ahead, title III will be 
able to participate to a greater extent than it does at 
the level of teacher improvement programs, such as 
workshops. Institutes, and summer programs." 

3. The lack of matching funds at the local level: 

Kentucky: Our major problem is still the same. 
Lack of local matching funds greatly limits the par- 
ticipation of our districts in the acquisition program. 
The State supervisory and related services program 
is hampered by lack of personneL 
Louisiana: The main problems . . . locating the 
matching funds on the State and local leveL ... 
In the State supervisory services program . . . the 
lack of funds for travel and to support additional 
specialist personneL The State department of edu- 
cation has requested in its budget each year that the 
title III supervisory and related services funds be 
matched with State funds. Each year this request 
has been denied. . . . 

4. Lack of fv/nds at the State level: 

Hawaii: Additional staff and resources needed for an 
adequate State program of supervisory and related 
services are (a) an administrator of title III pro* 



grfliDs with pErt-tiin6 or fnll-tlmo responsibilities In* 
stead of present coordinator assuming NDBA respon* 
sibllities as additional assignment to regular duties 
as science supervisor; (b) clerical assistance; (o) 
an additional science supervisor and an additional 
mathematics supervisor. 

Montana* The major problems confronting us this 
year are those that we have had in the past years; 
namely, lack of matching funds for the acquisition 
program and minor remodeling and lack of time %^d 
flnanHiii assistance for the supervisory program. 
Guam: As has been reported for the past three years, 
the State was financially unable to employ super- 
visory personnel specifically for science, mathematics, 
and modem foreign languages. With our trying 
situations in Guam, title III programs are genuinely 
welcome by all concerned. 

Colorado: The normal allocation to Colorado is ai>* 
proximately 30 percent less than the need of the 
State, and this need is exi>ected to continue at a 
roughly constant level. 

6. Administrative problems: 

Iowa: Late apportionment [reallocation] of Federal 
funds places hardships on and creates inroblems for 
local school districts, since our plan does not give final 
approval to projects until funds have been made avail- 
able to the State. The short time for making use of 
the extra title III funds handicapped many of the 
school districts since their budgets could not provide 
for the matching funds. 

Minnesota: A major problem is the June 30 cutoff 
date. Many projects are completed during the sum- 
mer and acquisition and storage of equipment prior 
to June 30 is now required when installation may not 
be made until July or August. This has increased 
local costs and is a detriment to long-range planning. 
The failure of Congress to extend the title III pro- 
gram for longer periods of time is also a detriment 
to long-range planning. 

Maryland: Some concern has been expressed at the 
local level regarding the amount of time and effort 
required by local supervisors to develop and process 
NDBA acquisition projects. The amount of detailed 
work required with no Federal assistance for clerical 
help can conceivably limit and curtail the supervisors’ 
activities in other Important phases of instructional 
improvement. 

Connecticut : . . . Many small school districts do not 
participate in the title III program simply because 
there is no one available to give the necessary time to 
the development of a project application. ... In 
those school systems where one person has been as- 
signed title III responsibility with time to devote to 
title III projects, there is much more advantage taken 
of title III funds and the applications for project 
approval and reimbursement are usually better and 
more carefully prepared. 

New York: Since the Inception of title III, the State 
program for supervisory and related services has been 
greatly expanded . . . [But] It should be recognized 



that in the area of personal services the element of 
long-range planning must be present. Since title III 
has been on a yearly basis, this necessary stability 
has been lacking. The recent reallocations have, of 
course, not encouraged long-range stability but have 
encouraged “hardware” purchasing at the end of the 
year .... An increase in supervisory budgets with 
the stability of long-range planning would help solve 
the recurring problem of the need for continually 
increasing the State-provided supervisory services 
in the field .... [Title III allotments for super- 
visory services are so limited that] it becomes in- 
creasingly difficult to select for top priority only those 
items which the limited funds make possible. To 
increase the amount by 60 percent for a guaranteed 
period of at least five years would help broaden the 
program and give it the required stability. 

Maine: Procedures for securing interim State allot- 
ments are extremely difficult if not Impossible. The 
wipin g necessary in the acquisition of State funds 
as well as lack of assurance of Federal allotment for 
future fiscal periods has been the limiting factor 
in the securing of funds to match reallotment pro- 
visions. 

Delaware: There is a great need for forms on which 
data requested in this report and of Interest to the 
supervisor are gathered, recorded and organized, 
showing the status of the foreign language program 
in the State from year to year. Particularly in the 
area of inservice education, it has been Impossible 
for us to proceed to the extent that time and energy 
would allow because funds cannot be anticipated far 
enough in advance. 



7.2 Highlight Statements 

New York: Many factors, which will persist in the 
foreseeable future, make continued title III aid most 
desirable for the improvement of instruction. Tech- 
nological advances open new areas for Instruc- 
tion ... and the schools are requesting more 
sophisticated and expensive laboratory apparatus. 
Increased retention of pupils in school programs 
offers curricular challenges. Swelling school popu- 
lations tax the districts’ abiUty to provide adequately. 
Classroom and laboratory equipment in senior high 
school has become increasingly sophisticated as 
course content has been expanded. Much of the 
material formerly presented in senior high schools 
is now being moved into the junior high school. 
Advanced placement courses in high school now 
require equipment formerly available only to college 
students. Actual laboratory-type experimentation 
by students is now replacing the less satisfactory 
teacher demonstration method. These implications 
provide a sustained need for increasing amounts of 
title III aid .... 

Oklahoma: The dilemma: Oklahoma requires 24 
semester hours in modem foreign languages for 
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standard certification and 18 hours for provisional 
certification. It would be desirable to raise these 
requirements, but there is an extreme shortage of 
teachers trained to teach a foreign language in 
Oklahoma. The State loses a heavy percentage of 
these graduates to neighboring States which pay 
larger salaries, and if the requirements were raised, 
many Oklahoma high schools could not offer a foreign 
language at all. 

Rhode Island: Only last year several educators ex- 
pressed a beUef that after 6 years there would be a 
decrease in applications for new acquisitions [of 
equipment for modem foreign language study]; 
whereas, this past year has shown the largest amount 



of NDBA, title III appUcations for project approval 
of any year since the Inception of NDEA. 

Kentucky: Our major problem is still the same. 
Lack of local matching funds greatly limits the par- 
ticipation of our districts in the acqoisition program. 
The State supervisory and related services program 
is hampered by lack of personneL We only matched 
50 percent of the funds allocated to Kentucky. 

North Dakota: The general reaction to the title III 
program has been exceUent. Almost every par- 
ticipating school feels that its strongest programs, 
best curriculums and materials, best prepared teach- 
ers— therefore the most keenly interested students- 
are found in the areas supported by Title III. 
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Financial an<^ Statistical Data on the 50 
States, the District of Colombia, the Canal 
Zone, Guam, Puerto Rico, and the Virgin 
Islands 

Fiscal Year 1964 and 

Fiscal Years 1 959—64 Csumnnary) 














EQUIPMENT AND REMODELING 



TABLE 1.— Proleets Approved 



SubjDCt 

Science: 

196»-19«4 

1969-64 

Mathematics: 

1966-94. 

1989-94 

Modem foreign languages: 

1963-94 

1959-94 

Level: 

Elementary: 

1963-94 

1959-64 

Secondary: 

1963-94 

1969-64 

Combined: 

1963-94 

1969-94 



NumiMr 



Cost 



Rooms 

remodeled 



TABLE 2.— Expenditures, Federal 

1962-64 



1,565 

8,758 



$1,769,494 

10,120,726 



342 



075 

6,439 



341,425 

1,945,395 



270 

1,445 



299,318 

986,262 



2 

11 



Subject 

Science 



Modem foreign languages 

Source: 



State - 

LocaL - - 

•Reported expenditures as of June 30, 1064, against fiscal ye 
only. 



745 

7,466 



180,167 

3,002,210 



11 

34 



1,034 

6,882 



886,087 

7,436,862 



31 

288 



TABLE 3d— Utilization of Federal Fur 

Period 



721 

1,302 



1,343,083 

2,623,308 



0 

86 



1963-64. 

1060-64. 



Expenditure 

0 

$6,807,007 



state supervision and administration 



TABLE 4* — Subject-Matter Specialists, Full Time or 
Equivalent, 1963-64 

Subjsct Numbsr 

Science 

SSnatlcs ?-876 



table 5. — Regular Title III Personnel, Full Time or 
Equivalent, 196^64 



Funelfon 



Numbsr 



Modem foreign language - 

TABLE 6.— Expenditures, 1963-64 



Administrative.- 

Supervisory 

Belated services 

Secretarial, clerical 



Soures 

Federal 

State 



TABLE 7.— Utilization of Federal Funds 



Ftrlod 



TABLE 8. — Locbd Educational Agencies, 1963-64 



1963-94. 

195994. 



ExponditurD 

$72,613 

288,086 



Allotmont 

$72,513 

307,637 



Caftgory 

TotaL 

Eligible under State plan.. . 
Participating 



Numbor 

123 

123 

118 



Avorago dally 
membtffihip 



812,007 

812,007 

808,060 



41 



i 



i 













Alaska 



EQUIPMENT AND REMODELING 



TABLE l^ProJects Approved 



Subject 


Number 


Cost 


Rooms 

rsmodslsd 


Bolence: 

1063-64 


30 


$77,482 


0 


1060-64 


126 


407, 170 


3 


Mathematics: 

1063-64 


12 


7,631 


0 


1059-64 


40 


43,733 


1 


Modem foreign languages: 
1063-64 


17 


22,046 


0 


1060-64 


40 


125,134 


0 


Level: 

Elementary: 

1963-64 


2 


3,737 


0 


1M3-64 


28 


117,666 


0 


Secondary: 

1063-64 


32 


39,667 


0 





118 


318,004 


4 


Oombined: 

1063-64 


34 


63,761 


0 


1MM4 


62 


140,368 


0 



TABLE 2d — Expenditures* Federal* State* Local* 

1963-64 



SubJ«ct Amount 

Science 477, 489 

Mathematics— 

Modem foreign languages. — 22,046 

Source: 

Federal* — 63,682 

State 26, 762 

LocaL 27, 821 



* Reported expenditures as of June 30, 1064, against fiscal year 1003 and 1064 
allotments. 



TABLE 3.— Utilization off Federal Funds 

Period ExpondHui* Allotment 



1063-64 442,469 $43,660 

1069-64 287,106 289,706 






STATE SUPERVISION AND ADMINISTRATION 



TABLE 4. 

Subject 



Subject-Matter Specialists* Full Time or 
Equivalent* 1963-64 

Numbor 



Science 

Mathematics 

Modem foreign language. 



0.376 

.376 

0 



TABLE 5.— Regular Title III Personnel* Full 
Equivalent* 1963-64 

Function 

Administrative 

Supervisory 

Related services 

Secretarial, clericaL 



Time or 

Number 

0.26 

.76 

0 

1.0 



TABLE 6a— Expenditures, 1963-64 

SOUTM 

Federal — — — 

State.. — 



Amount 

$12,431 

12,431 



TABLE 8.— Local Educational Agencies* 1963-64 



TABLE 7.— Utilization o? Federal Funds 

Period Expenditure Allotment 



1063-64 $12,431 $13,600 

1060-04 466 07, 600 



Category 

Total 

Eligible under State plan.. 
Participating 



Average daily 
Number membership 

138 62.868 

138 62,868 

122 46,764 
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Arliona 



EQUIPMENT AND REMODELING 

TABLE liT-ProJ«et« Approvtd ^ TABLE 2-— Eip«ndttuH«^»d»ral, State, Local, 



Subject 


Number 


Coat 


■wvsnB 

WIIlWBtOTI 


Subject Amaimt 


Solenoe: 


0 


0 


0 






0 


0 


0 




Biathematlcs: 




0 


0 


0 


Source: ! 

A 


1060-64 

Ifodem foreign languages: 
1009-44 


0 

0 


0 

0 


0 

0 


® 


1060-64 


0 


0 


0 




Level: 

Elementary: 

1063-64 


0 


0 


0 




1050-64 


0 


0 


0 




Secondary: 

1009-04 


0 


0 


0 


TABLE 3.— Utilisation off Fedoral Funds 


1060-64 


0 


0 


0 


period Expondituro Allotment 

1063-64 - 0 0 

1960-64 — 0 $3,220,806 


Combined: 

1809-04 

1060-64 


0 

u 


0 

0 


0 

0 




STATE SUPERVISION AND ADMINISTRATION 



TABLE 4.— Subject-Matter Speclalitta, Full Time or 
Equivalent, 196S-64 



SubjMt 

Science 

Mathematics 

Modem foreign language. 



table 6. — Expenditures, 196S-C4 



Souk* 

Federal. 
State — 



Numbir 

0 
0 
0 



Amount 

0 

0 



jABLE 8. — Local Educational Agencies, 1963-64 



Catoiory 

TotrJ 

Eligible under State plan... 
Participating 



Avtrsn dally 
Numbar mambanhlp 

0 0 
0 0 
0 0 



table 5. — Regular Title III Personnel, Full Time or 
Equivsient, 1963-^ 

Numbar 

0 



Function 

Administrative — 

Supervisory 

Related servlces... 
Secretarialv clerical. 



0 

0 

0 



TABLE 7^Utlllxatlon off Federal Funds 

Period 



1063-64. 

10«M^. 



Eipendfturo 

0 

0 



Allotment 

0 

$131,064 
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ERIC 















ArkanMt 



EQUIPMENT AND REMODELING 

TABLE 1. — Projtcto Approvtd 



Rooms 



TABLE 2.— ExpendKurtt, Ftdtral, State, Local, 

1963-64 



Subject 


Number 


Cost 


remodeled 


Subject 


Amount 


Solenoe: 








Sdenoe 




1063^.... 


692 


$1,268,474 


28 


Mathematics 


167,454 





3,660 


6,422,087 


277 


Modem foreign langnagea. 


131,222 


Mathematics: 








Souroe: 


10«3-«4 


266 


187,073 


4 


Federal* 


800,332 


1960-64 


1,167 


678,146 


8 


State 


2,088 


Modem Foreign Langnagea: 








Local 


806,862 


1063-64 


161 


123*496 


0 




1969-64 


606 


664,626 


16 


^Reported expenditures as of June 80, 1964, against fiscal year 1968 and 


Level: 






1064 allotmento. 




Elementary: 












1963-04 


166 


116,461 


6 






1060-64 - 


80S 


600,036 


8 






Secondary: 










Utilization off Federal Funds 


1063-64 


406 


670,006 


11 


TABLE 3d— 1 


1969^ 


1,826 


2,772,708 


123 






Combined: 




Period 


Expenditure Allotment 


1963-64 


638 


883,685 


16 


1963-64 


$126,490 1241,434 


1969-64 


2,699 


4,191,922 


160 


1969-64 


2,910,354 3,920,701 



STATE SUPERVISION AND ADMINISTRATION 



TABLE 4. — Subjoet-Mattor Speclallste, Full Tima or 
Equivalent, 1963-64 

Subject Number 

Gdenoe 0 

MathemAtics 0 

Modem foreign language 1 

TABLE 6^Expendltuios, 1963-64 

Source Amount 

Federal 142,140 

State 44.030 

TABLE S^Local Educational Agencies, 1963-64 

Averase dally 

Category Number memberehlp 

Toted 416 416,322 

Eligible under State plan 416 416, 322 

ParUdpating 264 360,837 



TABLE 5. — Regular Title III Personnel, Full Time or 
Equivalent, 1963-64 

Function Number 

Administrative 2. 0 

Supervisory 0.6 

Belated sorvloee 0 

Secretarial, clerical 2.6 

TABLE 7,— utilization off Federal Funds 

Period Eipendlture Allotment 

1063-64 $42,140 $42,140 

1060-64 220,032 224,603 



44 



o 

ERIC 

hiaifeifftiiTiaaa 
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o 

ERIC 






California 



EQUIPMENT AND REMODELING 

TABLE l^ProiMts Approved 



Rooms 



Subject 


Number 


Cost 


remodeled 


Science: 


1963-64 


992 


$7,162,200 


133 


1969-64 


3.796 


24.214.808 


1,141 


Mathematics: 


1963-64 


445 


1.840,336 


15 


1969-64 


1,263 


4,140,365 


183 


Modem foreign languages: 


1963-64 


576 


3,241,636 


a» 


1969-64 


1,878 


11,850,788 


650 


Level: 

Elementary: 


1963-84 


988 


3,671,023 


20 


1958-64 


3.880 


13,628,374 


1,120 


Secondary: ^ _ 


1968-84 


972 


7,701,739 


157 


1959-84 


3,398 


24,690,422 


724 


Combined: 


196M4 


53 


780,410 


5 


1958-64.--- 


159 


1,978,147 


30 



TABLE 2.— ExpendItureSf Federal, State, Local, 

1962-64 

SubjMt Amount 

Science $8,644,897 

Mathematics 1.648.084 

Modem foreign languages. 3. 440. 666 

Source: 

Federal* 5»2M,107 



State. 



Local 8.250.939 

•Reported expenditures as of June 30. 1064, against fiscal year 1063 and 1064 



allotments. 



TABLE 3.— Utilization of Federal Funds 

Period 



1063-M. 

lV6lM4ro 



Cxpendltur* 

$2,619,216 

15,602,146 



Allotimnt 

$5,239,528 

18,239,228 



STATE SUPERVISION AND ADMINISTRATION 



table 4. — Subject-Matter Specialists, Full Time or 
Equivalent, 1963-64 

Subject 



Science 

Mathematics 

Modem foreign language. 



TABLE 5.— Recular Title III Personnel, Full Time or 
Equivalent, 1963-64 

FuncUon Number 

Administrative - ® 

_ 6 



Supervisory 

Related services 

Secretarial, olerlcaL. 



1 

15 



TABLE 6. — Expenditures, 1963-64 

Source Amount 



State 280.337 



TABLE 7.— Utilization of Federal Funds 

Period 



TABLE 8.— Local Educational Agencies, 1963-64 



1063-64. 

1069-64. 



Expenditure 

$280,337 

1.406.802 



Allotment 

$310,600 

1.681.486 



Category 

Total 

Eligible under State plan... 
Participating 



Average dally 
Number membership 



1.686 

1.686 

687 



4.008.076 

4.008.076 

3.010.380 



45 



1 









I 



I 






‘■J 



: I 






■J1 














Colonido CR*vlMd> 




EQUIPMENT AND REMODELING 



TABLE 1«— Projects Approved 

Room 



Subject 


Number 


Coat 


ramodalad 


Sdenoe: 


1908-04 


154 


$1*365*130 


4 


1959-04 


978 


4,698*571 


94 


Mathematics: 


1908-04 


58 


166,221 


1 


1060-64 


321 


603,818 


5 


Modem foreign languages: 


1903-64 


69 


400,679 


1 


1959-04 


335 


1,674,832 


80 


Level: 

Elementary: 


1963-84 


48 


243,418 


0 


19: >64 


874 


1,120,348 


11 


Secondary: 


1968-04 


101 


1*310*050 


0 


1959-04 


954 


4,377*558 


153 


Combined: 


1903-04 


57 


861,662 


0 


1959-04 


300 


1.870,816 


21 



TABLE 2^EapendltureSy Federal* State* Local* 

1963-64 



Subject Amount 

Sdsnoe........— 1QI,8M 

Mathematics 

Modem foreign languages. ^ 

Source: 

Feder^*- 908^008 

State 154*888 

LocaL 780*420 



^Reported expenditures u of June 80* 1904* against fiscal year 1908 and 
1904 allotments. 



TABLE 3.— Utilisation of Federal Funds 

Parlod Expenditure AHotment 

1063-64 — 3760,873 $831,372 

1060^ 8,263,708 8,444,208 



STATE SUPERVISION AND ADMINISTRATION 



TABLE 4o— Subject-Matter SpeclallstSp Full Time or 
Equivalent, 1963^4 

iubjoet Numbar 

Science - ^ 

Mathematics 1 

Modem foreign language 1 



TABLE Sd— Regular Title III Personnel, Full Time or 
Equivalent, 1969-64 

Function Humbor 

Administrative ^ 

Supervisory 8 

Related services ® 

Secretarial* clerlcaL ^ 



TABLE 6a— Expenditures, 1963-64 

Sourco 

Federal — — 

State 



Amount 

$37*160 

41*205 



TABLE 8.— Local Educational Agencies* 1963-64 



Catogory 

Total 

Eligible under State plan... 
Participating 



Avtrago dally 
Numbor momberahip 



224 


467*620 


224 


457*520 


127 


409*210 



TABLE 7.— Utlliaatlon of Federal Funds 

Period Expenditure Allotment 

1963-64 837,166 $37,166 

1*69-64 200,840 202,057 



I 



46 
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Connecticut 



EQUIPMENT AND REMODELING 



TABLE 1.— Projects Approved 

Rooms 



SubjMt 


Number 


Coet 


remodeled 


Science: 

1903-«4 


224 


$884,089 


0 


1989-04 


1,230 


3,680,022 


27 


Matbema.tios: 

1983-04 


80 


182,000 


0 


1989-04 


478 


702,491 


4 


Modem foreign languages: 
1963-04 


84 


818,407 


1 


10MMU 


481 


1,790,267 


88 


Level: 

Elementary: 

1963-84 - - 


101 


149,161 


0 


1969-04 - 


090 


762,806 


1 


Secondary: 

1963-64 


149 


40i683 


1 


1959-04 


967 


2,893,289 


44 


Combined: 

1963-04 


188 


480,628 


0 


1989-64 


639 


2, 516$ 716 


24 



table 2 * — ExpendItureSf Federal, State, Local, 

1963-64 



SubjMt Amouiii 

SctonoB-..— 

Mathematics 110,048 

Modem foreign languages 428,03a 



Source: 
Federal*. 
State.... 
Local. 



872,084 

0 

781.888 



*Reported expenditures as of June 80, 1084 against fiscal year 1063 and 
1064 allotments. 



TABLE 3.— Utilization of Federal Funds 



Period 

1063-84 

1060-64 



Expenditure Allotment 

1502,868 $802,85 

2,380,216 2,663,10 



! 



STATE SUPERVISION AND ADMINISTRATION 



TABLE 4.— SubJect-IWattcr Specialists, Full Time or 
Equivalent, 1963-64 



Subjoct 



Number 



Science 

Mathematics 

Modem foreign language. 



TABLE 6.— Expenditures, 1963-64 

Sour CO 

Federal — 

State.... 



Amount 

$27,730 

27,739 



TABLE 8.— Local Educational Agencies, 1963-64 



Category 

Total .... ..... 


Number 

178 


Average dally 
membership 

615,165 


IPIlirlKlak tinAo^ flfafJl nlftfl ... 


178 


515,165 


JnillgIliiO UUllvi 0MlbP 

Participating 


129 


435,665 



TABLE 5 

Function 



.—Regular Title III Personnel, Full Time or 
Equivalent, 1963-64 

Numbor 



Administrative 

Supervisory 

Related services... 
Secretarial, clerical. 



TABLE 7.— Utilization of Federal Funds 

Period Expondituro Allotmont 

$27,739 $31,000 

1969-64 120^646 237,988 
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Delaware 



EQUIPMENT AND REMODELING 



TABLE 1.— Projects Approved 

Subject Numbar Cost 

Science; 

ige3-«4 48 $623,617 

1968- 64 178 1,040,108 

M&ttaematlcs; 

1063-64 26 41, 218 

196JM4 112 126,^ 

Modem foreign languages; 

1963-64 22 60,224 

1969- 64 *6 287, 766 

Level: 

Elementary: 

1963-64 4 1,617 

1059-64 13 4,462 

Secondary: 

1968-64 « »7.18* 

1059-64 24 162,262 

Combined: 

1963-64 85 626,283 

1059-64 348 1,297,694 



Rooms 

romodolod 



0 

0 



TABLE 2.— Expenditures, Federal, State, Local, 

196S-S4 

Subject Amount 

Science... - - ...... — $467,548 

Mathematics 83,861 

Modem foreign languages 36,, 134 

Source: 

Federal^- 258,263 

State 0 

LocaL 258,266 

^Reported expenditures as of June 30, 1064, against fiscal year 1054 allot- 
ment only. 



0 

0 



0 

0 



1063-64. 

1069-64. 



TABLE 3.— Utilization of Federal Funds 

Period Eipcnditui* 

$263,263 

669,864 



Allotment 

^6,216 

672,481 



STATE SUPERVISION AND ADMINISTRATION 



TABLE 4.— Subject-Matter Specialists, Full Time or 
Equivalent, 1963^4 

Subject Humber 

Science J 

Modem foreign language 4 

TABLE 6.— Expenditures, 1963-64 

Sourco Amount 

FedeiaL $21,798 

State 21,800 

TABLE 8.— Local Educational Agencies, 1963-64 

Average dally 

Catagory Numbar mambership 

TotaL 8C 

Eligible under State plan 86 96, 299 

Participating 48 92, 900 



4B 



ERIC 






TABLE 5.— Regular Title III Personnel, Full Time or 
Equivalent, 1963-64 

FuncUon Humber 

Administrative - ®-26 

Supervisory - - 3,0 

Related services - 0 

Secretarial, clerlcaL 3,0 

TABLE 7.— Utilization of Federal Funds 

Forlod ExpendKuro Allotment 

1963-64 - 521,798 $26,000 

1959-64 - 86,180 126,000 



5 i 
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District off Columbia 



TABLE 1 

Subject 

Solenoe: 

1063-C4 

IflSJHW 

Matbematlcs: 

i«6a-fl4 

1969-M 

Modem foreign languages: 

1003-64 

1960-64 

Level: 

Elementary: 

1963-04 

1069-04. 

Secondary: 

1068- 64 

1060-04 

Combined: 

1963-04 

1069- 04 



EQUIPMENT AND REMODELING 

Projecto Approved TABLE 2.— Expendltums,^^^ State, Ucal, 

Rooim 

Number Coet remodeled Subject Amount 

Boienoe 

88 186.649 4 

447 847,810 00 Modem Idreign languagee 10,168 

Source: 

80 17,412 4 Federal* 01,610 

649 132,720 4 

LocaL ® 

m 1^4i7 » • Reported expendltnreeM Of June 30, 1964, agataitllsoal year 1063 allotment 

only. 

7 i.001 0 

020 120,006 0 

gg 98, ua 10 table 3--~Utlllaatl0iB off Federal Funds 

610 807,110 02 Expenditure Alletmant 

28,606 0 1963-64.. ® 

36 113.820 1 1060^ 



STATE SUPERVISION AND ADMINISTRATION 



table 4.— Subject-Matter Specialists, Full Time or 
Equivalent, 1963-64 



Subject 



Number 



Sdenoe 

Mathematics ® 

Modem foreign language * 



TABLE 5.— Refular Title III Personnel, Full Time or 
Equivalent, 1963-64 

Function Number 

Administrative ®*® 

Supervisory. 

Related services 

Secretarial, clerical 



TABLE 6.— Expenditures, 1963-64 



Source 



Amount 



Federal $20, OW 

State 24,825 

table 8. — Local Educational AgencleSp 1968-64 



TABLE 7o— Utilization off Federal Funds 

PwiofS 



e.25 

0 

4.3 



1063-64. 

1056-64. 



Expenditure 

$ 20^000 

101.700 



Allotment 

$ 20,000 

120,000 



Category 

Total 

Eligible under State plan... 
Participating 



Number 



Average dally 
nwmbarship 

137,868 

137,868 

137,868 



4 







EQUIPMENT AND REMODELING 



Florida 



TABLE 1<— Projects Approved 



Subject 


Number 


Cost 


Rooms 

remodeled 


Sdanco: 

1963-04 


809 


$3,394,794 


10 


1959-04 


2,695 


12,553,610 


351 


Mathematics: 

1963-04 


486 


689,692 


0 


1959-04 


1,451 


1,997,984 


40 


Modem foreign languages: 
1963-04 


399 


926,606 


14 


1969-64 


1,294 


3,224,726 


68 


Level: 

Elementary: 

1963-64 


470 


516,174 


0 


1959-64 


1,266 


1,845,846 


8 


Secondary: 

1963-64 


667 


2,643,111 


24 


1959-64 


2,108 


8,153,415 


118 


Combined: 

1963-64 


557 


1,851,897 


0 


1959-64 




7,777,058 


328 



TABLE 2<— Expenditures, Federal, State, Local, 

1963-64 



SubjMt Amount 

Science $3,2«3,0W 

Mathematics «30,848 

Modern foreign languages. 7*8, 829 

Source: 

Federal* 2,295,288 

State 0 

LocaL 2,295,288 



^Reported expenditures as of June 80, 1964, against fiscal year 1963 and 
1964 allotments. 



TABLE 3.— Utilixatlon of Federal Funds 

Period Eipendlture Allotonent 

1968^ $1,024,278 $1,819,107 

1959-64 6,778,811 7,962,265 



STATE SUPERVISION AND ADMINISTRATION 



TABLE 4.— Subject-Matter Specialists, Full Time or 
Equivalent, 1963-64 



Subject Number 

Science 2 

Mathematics 1 

Modem foreign language 1 



TABLE 6. — Expenditures, 1963-64 

Source Amount 

Federal $104,632 

State 153,684 

TABLE 8. — Local Educational Agencies, 1963-64 

Average dally 

Category Number membership 

TotaL 79 l,l»7,133 

Eligible under State plan 79 1, 097, 133 

ParUclpatlng 65 1,084,721 



TABLE 5. — Regular Title III Personnel, Full Time or 
Equivalent, 1963-64 



Function Number 

Adm' .itratlve * 

Supervisory ^ 

Selated services * 

Secretarial, clerlcaL.. lH 



TABLE 7. — Utilixatlon of Federal Funds 



Period 



Expenditure Allotment 



1963-64 $104,632 $104,632 

1959^ 492,624 492,624 







; 

j 
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Georgia 



EQUIPMENT AND REMODELING 



TABLE l^ProJecte Approved 

Subject Number Coel 

Bdenoe: 

ig03-«4 8,143 $4,888,780 

106»44 23,132 13,806,017 

Matbemf.dcs: 

1883^4 2.867 046,668 

1088-64 ... 10,197 2,887,803 

Modern foreign lengoages: 

1603-64 1.379 741,800 

1088-64 6,184 2,908,817 

Level: 

Eltmontary: 

1963^ 8,043 1,469,223 

1988-64 23,708 6,308,478 

Secondary: 

1063-64 2,864 3,948^683 

1088- 64.. 11,338 8,887,060 

Combined: 

1063-64.. 1.182 872,396 

1089- 64 4,340 2,773,097 



Nooms 



78 

188 



0 

0 



TABLE 2.— Expenditures, Federal, State, Local, 

1963-64 

Subject Amount 

$3,661,721 

Mathematics ^ 

Modem foreign languages....................... 8®®* *** 

Souroo: 

Fodcral*— 2| 555, 178 

State 13,500 

Loced - 2,541.578 

^Beported expenditures as of June 80, 1054, a gai n s t fiscal year 1953 and 
1064 a^tments. 



8 

10 



75 

170 



TABLE 3.— Utilisation of Federal Funds 

aerlod 



1003-64. 

1068-64. 



Eipenditur 

$1,024,463 

8,044,273 



Allotment 

$1,621,878 

8,638,213 



STATE SUPERVISION AND ADMINISTRATION 



TABLE 4^SubJect-Matter Specialists, Full Time or 
Equivalent, 1963-64 

Subject Humber 

Science 

Mathematics 

Modem foreign language 1*2 

TABLE 6^ — Expenditures, 1963-64 

tflurtt Amount 

FederaL $98,798 

State.. 98,798 

TABLE S^Local Educational Agencies, 1963-64 

Average dally 

Category Number membership 

Total-———---——.—.............—"" 1,006,646 

Eligible under State plan .... . 190 1, 006, 646 

Participating.— 106 1,006,646 



TABLE 5.— Regular Title III Personnel, Full Time or 
Equivalent, 1963-64 

Function Numbur 

Administrative — — 

Supervisory - — 

Belated se^ces - ® 

Secretarial, clerical - — 

TABLE 7.— Utilixatlon of Federal Funde 

Ptrlofl Expondltiiro Allotimiit 

1953-54 tW,798 $100,000 

196^ 462,275 482,281 
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EQUIPMENT AND REMODELING 




i 

I 

i 

i 



TABLE 1. — Projects Approved 

rftooim 



Subject 


Number 


Cost 


remodtlod 


Solenoe: 


loea^ 


461 


$208*464 


6 


1051M4 


2,028 


1*226*882 


236 


Mathematics: 


1063-04 


197 


36,006 


0 


1060-64 


967 


231,133 


10 


Modem foreign languages: 


1963-64 


89 


46,766 


1 


196^ 


417 


168,768 


9 


Level: 

Elementary: 


1963-64 


866 


66*840 


0 


1968-64 


1»864 


616*367 


163 


Secondary: 


1963-64 


288 


192*286 


6 


1969-64 


993 


770^276 


64 


Combined: 


1963-64 


106 


41,098 


1 


1969-64 




238,142 


27 






.. ...... V. 



Hawaii 






-V< 




1 



TABLE 2.— ExpendItureSf Federalp Statep Localp 

1963-64 



SubjMt Amount 

Science tl88,80l 

Mathemotics 83,488 

Modern foreign languages. 80, 607 

Source: 

Federal* 126,138 

State 116,778 

LocaL 8,867 



* Reported expenditures as of June 30, 1864, against fiscal years 1883 and 
1864 allotments. 



TABLE S^Utlllzatlon off Federal Funds 



Oorlod 



1963-64 

1969-84 



Expondituro Allotmont 

812,607 143,664 

786,182 822,618 






STATE SUPERVISION AND ADMINISTRATION 



TABLE 4.— Subject-Matter SneclallstSp Full Time or 



Equivalent, 1963-64 

Subjoct Numbw 

Science 1.4 

Mathematics 1.4 

Modem foreign language 0 

TABLE 6^ExpendltureSp 1963-64 

Source Amount 

FedenaL $20,000 

Stete 88,877 



TABLE 8. — Local Educational Agencies, 1963-64 

Averan dally 

Category Number memberahlp 

TotaL 1 163,242 

Eligible under State plan 1 163,242 

Participating 1 163,242 



TABLE 5.— Regular Title III Personnel, Full Time or 
Equivalent, 1963-64 



Function Number 

Administrative 0 

Supervisory 2.8 

Related services 0 

Secretarial, clerlcaL 2.4 



TABLE 7.— Utilization off Federal Funds 



Period 

1963-64 

1968-64 



Expondituro Allotmont 

$20,000 $20,000 

78,888 84,000 
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EQUIPMENT AND REMODELING 



TABLE l^ProJecto Approved 



TABLE 2.— Expendlture$f Federal, State, Local, 



Subjact 


Numbor 


Cost 


Science: 




$384,884 


1863~34 


107 


19W-64. 


731 


2.242,960 


Matbematics: 




64,933 


1908-64. 


61 


1950^ 


200 


157,613 


Modem foreign languages: 




66,802 


1968-64 


46 


1989-64 


161 


318,957 


Level: 






Elementary: 




126,138 


196^ 


106 


1969-64 


344 


542,902 


Secondary: 




380,481 


1968^ 


108 


1960-64 


748 


2,176,619 



Rooms 

romoiMocI 



10 

114 



0 

4 



1 

10 



tebjoct 

Science 



Modem foreign langnsges - 

Source: 

Federal* 

State 

Local 

•Reported expenditures as of June 30, 1064, 
only. 



40,030 

46,810 



260,418 

0 

260,418 



11 

126 



Combined: 

1063-64. 

1050-64. 



TABLE S.— Utllliatlon off 

Porlod 



0 

0 



0 

0 



0 

0 



1063-64. 

1050-64. 




STATE SUPERVISION AND ADMINISTRATION 



table 4. — Subject-Matter Specialists, Full Time or 
Equivalent, 1963-64 

SubjMt 

Sdenoe 

Mathematics 

Modem foreign language 



Number 

0.6 

,5 

1.0 



TABLE 5.— Resular Title III 
Equivalent, 

FuncUon 

Administrative. 

Supervisory 

Belated services 

Secretarial, clerical — — 



, Full Time or 



TABLE 6, — Expenditures, 1963-64 



Source 



Amount 





Site 



TABLE 7.— Utilixation off 

Porlod 



table 8.— Local Educational Agencies, 1963-64 

Averai 

Qiif^fory Number mcml 



ig«3-<(4. 

igs»-04. 




Average dally 
iberehlp 



Total.. - .......... 


120 


166,627 


iPiiffiM* nfu^Ar Stste Dlan 


120 


165,627 


Participating 


73 


140,365 
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Illinois 



EQUIPMENT AND REMODELING 



TABLE 1« — Projects Approved 



Subject 


Number 


Cost 


Rooms 

rtmodtisd 


Science; 

1063-64 


799 


$4,287,960 


121 


1969-64 


4,562 


19,367,118 


439 


Mathematics: 

1963-64 


321 


441,992 


0 


1959-64 




1,722,816 


1 


Modem foreign languages: 
1963-64 


314 


970,822 


7 


1959-64 


1,267 


4,275,439 


87 


Level: 

Elementary: 

1963-64 


468 


1,110,991 


9 


1969-64 


2,323 


5,194,979 


92 


Secondary: 

1963-64 


545 


2,236,779 


44 


1959-64 


3,067 


11,661,082 


270 


Combined: 

1963-64 


421 


2,303,004 


75 


1959-64 


1,791 


8,509,312 


156 



TABLE 2« — ExpendItureSf Fedemlf Statep Local, 

1963-64 



Sub|Mt Amount 

Science $0,238,844 

Mathematics 664,430 

Modem foreign languages.. 1, 184, 703 

Source: 

Federal* 3,844,000 

State 0 

Local 4,033,074 



*Reported expenditures u of June 30, 1964, against fiscal year 1003 and 
1004 allotments. 



TABLE S^Utlllzatlon off Federal Funds 

Period Expenditure Allotment 

1963-6i $2,310,649 $2,310,649 

IC39-04 10, 926, 190 11, 148, 464 



STATE SUPERVISION AND ADMINISTRATION 



TABLE 4. — SubJect'IVIatter Specialists, Full Time or 
Equivalent, 1963-64 



Subject Number 

Science 6 

Mathematics. 4 

Modem foreign language 3 



TABLE 6. — Expenditures, 1963-64 

Source Amount 

Federal $167,913 

State 167,913 



TABLE 8. — Local Educational Agencies, 1963-64 



Category 

Total 

Eligible under State t .. .. 
Participating 



Averaee dally 
Number membership 

1,608 1,617,265 

1,608 1,617,266 

1,083 1,161,464 



TABLE 5. — Regular Title III Personnel, Full Time or 
Equivalent, 1963-64 



Function 



Number 



Administrative 

Supervisory 

Related services 

Secretarial, clericaL. 



1 

13 

0 

16 



TABLE 7.— Utilixatlon off Federal Funds 

Period Expondituro Allotmont 

196»-64 $167,913 $177,600 

1969-64 798,244 1,001,718 
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ArlMM 



EQUIPMENT AND REMODELING 



TAIUE l^roJ«ett Approvfd TABLE 2^E*p#ndttuijH^til#raI, ttit#, Local, 



Subject 

Science: 

1963-64 


Numbsr 

0 


CmI 

0 


0 


Slibjoct AiilOiM€ 


1959-64 

Mathematics: 

1963-64 


0 

0 

n 


0 

0 

0 

0 


0 

0 

0 


Modem foreign langnagea ® 

Source: 

at«f* ....... 0 


1959-64 

Modem foreign languages: 


u 

0 


0 


® 


1QMMU ....... 


0 


0 


0 




Level: 

Elementary: 

1963-64 


0 


0 


0 




1050-04 


0 


0 


0 




Seooodary: 

1963-64 


p 


0 


0 


TABLE S*— Utilization of Federal Funds 


1060^ 


0 


0 


0 


fitniltiiro AHotwMiit 


Combined: 

1963-64 


0 


0 


0 


1968-64 0 •« 

10KA.J11 L 0 $3,230|S0o 


1959-64 


0 


0 


0 





STATE SUPERVISION AND ADMINISTRATION 







TABLE 4 .— Subjcct-Wattcr ^ TImt ft 

Equivalent, 19SS-44 



Science 

MathemkUcs 

Modem (orelfn lancou*. 



TABLE 5.— Regular Title III Personnel, Full Time or 
Equivalent, if€l-44 



Fun cU en 



Adminlstretlre 

Buperrlsory... 

Beletedserrloee. — 
Secretarial, clerlcaL. 



TABLE g^Expenditures, 19€3-€4 

Seurc* 

Federal.. * 

State 



Ameunt 

0 

0 



TABLE I.— Local Educational Agencies, 196J-64 

Average Sally 

Category Number membenhlF 



EUgible under State plan. 
Fartlclpating 






TABLET*- 

^ — e — e 

FBrlOR 



Utilixatlon of Federal Funds 

EapendlCure AHe tm e w t 

0 0 

■" 0 $ 111,964 
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Arkansas 



EQUIPMENT AND REMODELING 



TAILE 1.— Prajtcts Approvad 



Subject 


Number 


Cwt 


R—nm 


Sdence: 


1063-04 


002 


$1,268,474 


26 


1»6(WJ4 


3,500 


0,422,067 


277 


Matbematlca: 


1003-04 


266 


187,073 


4 


1060-04 


1,107 


678,146 


8 


Modem Foreign Langnagea: 


1963-04 


151 


123,406 


0 


106»>04 


006 


604,626 


15 


Lerel: 

Elementary: 


1903-04 


155 


116,461 


5 


1080-04 


806 


000,036 


8 


Secondary: 

190304. 


406 


670,000 


11 


195004 


1,825 


3,773,706 


123 


Combined: 





638 


883,686 


16 


106004 


2,502 


4,101,022 


100 



TABLE 2ir— ExpandKurtSr FadaraL Stater LocaL 

19€3-€4 



SuajMt AmMHtt 

Science $1,310,901 

Mathematla 1«7,484 

Modem foreign langneKee 131,223 

Sonroe: 

Federri* 800,832 

State 2,068 

Load 806,162 



'Reported expendltnree m of Itme 80, 1064, H*lntt flictu yesr 1003 and 
1004 allotmenta. 



TABLE Sr — Utlllaatlon off Fadaral Funds 

PWM HiMiHlItur* AltobiMfil 

1903^ $125,490 $241,434 

1960-04 2,f/10,364 8,020,701 



STATE SUPERVISION AND ADMINISTRATION 



TABLE 4r— Subjact-Matter SnadaHster Full Tima or 



Equivalantr lS€S-€4 

t iit l oc t Number 

Beience 0 

Metbemetioi 0 

Modem foreign lengnage 1 

TABLE C.— Expandituratr lKS-64 

leMree Amount 

Fedend $42,140 

State 44,030 



TABLE 8r— Local Educational Aganclatr 1S8S-84 



CatDgsty 


Number 


AvtniMMIy 

immitnlUR 


Tetal 


416 


415,322 


Eligible under State plan 


416 


415,322 


PattloipetlBg 


204 


350,337 



TABLE 5r— Rasiilar Title III ParsonnaU Full Tima or 
Equivalantr 19SS-S4 



Function Number 

Admlnlstretlre 3. 0 

Snperviiory 0.6 

Related le^oei 0 

Secretarial, clerical 2.5 



TABLE 7r— Utilization off Fadaral Funds 

FerleO Ei|Mnaituro Allotment 

1908-04 $42,140 $42,140 

1060-04 220,032 224,808 
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California 



EQUIPMENT AND REMODELING 



TABLE au— ProJocH Approvod 



SubjMt 

Science: 

1963H54 

1MIH54 

Mathematics: 

i»e3-«4 

IMWM 

Modem forelcn languages: 

19«3-«4 

195^«4 

leTel : 

Elementary: 

196WJ4 

1MM4 

Secondary: 

igOM4 

1M8-84 

Oombined: 







Numbar 



Cost 



Rooma 



002 


$7,162,200 


133 


3,783 


24,214,808 


lil41 


445 


1,840,336 


15 


1,253 


4,140,355 


183 


576 


3,241,035 


39 


1,873 


11,850,783 


550 


063 


3,671,023 


25 


3,880 


13,028,374 


lil20 


072 


7,781,738 


157 


1,386 


24,500,422 


724 


53 


780,410 


5 


160 


1,078,147 


30 



TABLE 2.—Expendlturo», Fodoralf Stato» Local, 

196}-^ 



tubJacC 



Amount 



Science 

Modem foreign languages. #,449,fiM 



Source: 



Federal*. 5,201,107 



State. 



Local. 

•Reported expenditures as of June 30, 1004, against fiscal year 106S and 1004 
allotments. 



TABLE 3.— Utlllxatlon of Fodtral Funds 

Period 



1003-04. 

1950-04. 



Expanditura 

$2,010,210 

15,602,140 



Aliatniant 

$5,230,628 

18,230,228 



STATE SUPERVISION AND ADMINISTRATION 



TABLE 4.— Subjoct-Mattop Spoclallsts , Full Tlmt or 
Equivalent, ^S-€4 

Siilbjoct Nmtikoc 

Bdence ^ 

Mathematics - ^ 

TABLE 6.— Expendltupfs, 1963-64 

Amount 

Federal.. *280,837 

State 280,337 

table 8.— Local Educational Agencies, 1963-64 

Avaraga dally 

Catagary Number mambarahlp 

1,686 it. 008, 076 

Eligible under State plan - 1|M6 1’^’^ 

Participating 3,010,388 



TABLE 5.— RogMlar Title III Personnel, Full Time or 
Equivalent, 1963-64 

Function 

Administrative ® 

Supervisory. * 

Related services * 

Secretarial, derlcaL 

TABLE 7«— Utlllxatlon of Federal Funds 

Parted Expanditura Allotmant 

$280,337 $318,606 

1860-04....... 1,400,802 1,681,485 



45 



er|c 



Colorado CRovltod) 



EQUIPMENT AND REMODELING 



TABLE l^ProJocts Approvtd 

SHbjMt Numbw Cm! 

SeitDct: 

1«M4 IM $1,366, 13« 

198M4 978 4,698,671 

Matbemktici: 

1963-64 63 166,221 

1989-64 321 603,818 

Moilern fonlgn laniaMM: 

1963-64 69 400,679 

1959-64 336 1,674,832 

Lere!: 

ElemenUry; 

1963-64 48 243,418 

19' >64 874 1,120,348 

Secondary: 

1963-64 161 1,316,086 

1960^ 964 4,877,658 

Combined: 

1963-64 67 861,662 

1969-64 306 1,879,816 



Rmiiw 



4 

94 

1 

6 

1 

86 



0 

11 

6 

168 

0 



TABLE 2^Espondlturtty Fodoralf ttato, Loral, 

SubjMt AniMmt 

Science. $1,191,868 

Mathematics - 49,712 

Modem foreign langnages - 46Q, 788 

Source: 

Federal*. 

State 1H688 

LocaL 78(^430 

*Beported ezpendlttUM as of Jana 10, 1904, against llacal year 1968 and 
1964allotuents. 



TABLE l^Utlllation off Fodoral Funds 



1963-64. 

1969-64. 



$766,878 

8,363,709 



$931,372 

8,444,308 



STATE SUPERVISION AND ADMirViSTRATION 



TABLE 4,r-SubJtct-Matttr Spoclalittf, Full Tima or 
Equivaltnt, 196^-€4 

Number 



Sub)act 

Science 

Mathematics 

Modem foreign langaage 



TABLE Sit— Exponditurtf, 19S3-64 

SOIHTC# AlllOllllft 

FederaL... - $37,166 

State. 41,205 

TABLE 8.— Local Educational Agencies, 1963-84 



Category 


Number 


Average dally 
membarahlp 


Total 


224 


457,620 


Eligible under State plan 


224 


457,620 


Fartlcipatlng 


127 


400,210 



TABLE 8w— Regular TKIo III Personnel, Full Time or 
Equivalent, 1963-64 

FuncttMi Number 

Admin titratlTo 1 

Supervisory 8 

Belated services 0 

Secretarial, clerical. 4 

TABLE 7r— Utilization off Federal Funds 

Period Expenditure AKetment 

1963-64 $37,163 $37,166 

1950.«4 200,840 302,057 
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Conntcticut 



EQUIPMENT AND REMODELING 



TABLE l^Pr«Jects Approvtd 

Reoim 



Subject 


Number 


Ceet 


remaSeled 


Sdenoe: 

1M34M 


224 


$684,069 


0 




1,230 


3,880,022 


37 


- 

Mathomatice: 

1068M14 .... 


80 


182,008 


0 


r 


478 


702,491 


4 


Modem foreign languagee: 
1063-84 


84 


818,407 


1 


1050-04 - 


481 


1,700,367 


88 


Level: 






Elementary: 

1063-84 

1WM4 


101 

800 


149,181 

762,306 


0 

1 


Secondary: 

1088-84 

IWO-M 


149 

967 


404,888 

3,803,260 


1 

44 


Combined: 

1063-84 


IIS 


480,628 


0 


1080-64 


689 


3,616,718 


34 



TABLE 2w— Exp*nditurtty Fedtraly Statt, Localy 

X9C3 'C4 



tubjMl 

Sdenoe 

llAtheButictw^.. — 

Modem foreign lufuiget.. 



Ameunt 

.1618,873 
. 110,048 
. 428,882 



Source: 

Fedend*-. 

8UU 

LocaL 



672,084 

0 

781,888 



•Reported expendlturee u of June 80, 1064 aolut lUeM y^r 1088 and 
1084 allotment!. 



TABLE Sr-'Utiiixation off Fodtral Funds 





^ — ■- -* 
rmwwm 


KxfmtMmu 


AfMment 


1061-04 




$ 602,868 


8602,88 


1969-64 




155,215 


3 , 663,10 






STATE SUPERVISION AND ADMINISTRATION 



TABLE 4.—SubJ«ct-Mattcr SpocialistSy Full Time or 
Equival&'iity lHS-€4 

Subject Mumktr 

Science J 

Msthematics — * 

Modern foreifu Uniuift — * 



TABLE 6.— Expenditures, 1963-64 

Source 

Federal 

State 



Ameunt 

$27,730 

27,730 



TABLE • — Lecal Educational AgcncleSy 1963-64 



Categcry 

Total 

Filigible under State plan.. 
. ’artlclpatlng 



Averan efsily 
Kumber mantSonhlp 



m 


516,165 


178 


515,165 


120 


m,m 



TABLE 5.— Rtgular Title III Personnel, Full Time or 
Equivalent, 1961-64 

Functleii Humber 



Adminlstratlre 

BupervUory 

Related eervloes... 
Secretarial, clerical. 



TABLE 7.— Utilization off Federal Funds 

Ptrlod KxpenSIture Allotment 

ig«3-«4 »7,730 831,000 

1060^.. ......... ....— 120,646 287,068 
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Pfiawar* 



EIIUIPIMENT ANP REMODELING 



TABLg L—Frojtcti Apiirovtd 

Subject Number C«ct 

Sdenoe: 

48 $523,617 

1«»^ 178 1,040,108 

MetbemaUct: 

1883-84 26 41,218 

10«WJ4 112 12«,W 

Modem fSKlga luguoKet: 

10<»^ 22 60,224 

1#J»^ *6 287,766 

2>Tel: 

Elementary: 

1963-64 4 1,617 

1969-64 li 4,462 

Secondary: 

196«4 « «7.I» 

1960-04 24 162,262 

Oombtned: 

1968-64 85 526,M3 

1989-64 348 1,297,894 



Roenw 



0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 



0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 



TABLE 2.— Expandituras, Fadaral, Stata, Local, 

196IM4 

SubjMt Amcttirt 

Science $467,648 

Mathematics - *3,1461 

Modem foreljn langnafes *ft, 184 

Source: 

Federal*. 284,288 

State 0 

LocaL »'.2M 

•Reported expenditures as ol June 30, 1964, afalnst fiscal year 1964 aUot- 
ment only. 



TABLE L— UtlUxatlon off Fadaral Funds 



1968-04. 

1959-04. 



Kspotuaturo 

$263,268 

680,864 



ANctmant 

$276,216 

672,481 



STATE SUPERVISION AND ADMINISTRATION 



TABLE 4.— Subjact-Mattar Spaclalit^, Full TSma or 
Equivalant, 1M2-64 

Subject Wumbw 

Sdeoce ^ 

Mathematics J 

Modem foreign language 1 



TABLE S.— Expandlturas, :1963-€4 



Seurce 

Federtl.. 

State.... 



721,796 

21,800 



TABLE t.— Local Educational Aganclas, IMS-64 



Categery 


Number 


Avereie OoHy 
memberthlp 


TotsL 


86 


06,200 


Slifible under State plsn 


86 


06,200 


j Participating 


48 


02,900 



TABLE S^Raiular Title III Parsonnai, Full Tima or 
Equivalent, 2963-64 

Punetten Humber 

Administrative 0.25 

Supervisory 8.0 

Relsted services 0 

Secretarisl, clericsL 3-0 

TABLE 7.— Utilixatlon off Fadaral Funds 

NrleC Kxpemilture AHetment 

1963-04 $21,798 $28,000 

1959-64 86,180 125,000 



4 « 
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District off Columbia 



EQUIPMENT AND REMODELING 






- 



er|c 



TAILS Id— Projects Approved 



Subject 


Number 


Coet 




Sdenoe: 


1983-84 


IS 


180,649 


4 


1959-84 


447 


847,818 


60 


Metbemetlce: 


1968-84 


88 


17,412 


4 


1969-84 


049 


112,730 


4 


Modem foreign lenguagee: 


1983-84 


18 


19,1118 


8 


1959-84 


111 


mi7 


29 


Lerel: 

XlemenUry: 


1968-84 


7 


1,001 


0 


1959-81 


836 


120^008 


0 


Secondary: 


1968^.... 


96 


96,113 


16 


1969^Mi. 


616 


887,118 


92 


Combined: 


1968-84 




31,808 


0 


195984 


66 


111,830 


1 



TABLE 2d— Expenditures, Federal, SUte, Local, 

lSIS-<4 



•ubjMt 

Sttonoa 

litthoniAtlo 

Modam foreign Ungouw. 



AmMint 
. mMO 
.. 17,413 

.. 19,158 



Source: 

Fedarel*.^. 

SUte 

LoeeL..... 



81. 810 
61,810 
0 



•lUpotUdejpendltureeeeofJaaelO, 1884, igelMtfiieelTeer 1981 ellotment 

onlf. 



TABLE Sd-'UtIlIxatloiri off Federal Funds 



ITwf^W 

1988-84 

1969-84 



lipMiettHTD AUotmeiiC 

0 868,110 

$810^163 806,778 



STATE SUPERVISION AND ADMINISTRATION 



TABLE 4.— Subject-Matter Sueclallsts, Full Time or 
Equivalent, ^S-S4 

smijeel HttM&er 

Sdenoe 

* 

Modem foreign lenguege 2 

TABLE S.— Expenditures, lMS-64 

tourct Amount 



SUte - 24,825 

TABLE t.— Local Educational Agencies, 1963-S4 

AveraniUlly 

Categery Number memberehlR 

1 137,858 

Eligible under SUU plan. 1 1*7, 858 

PertldptOng. 1 187,858 



TABLE 5.— Regular Title III 

Equivalent, lHS-44 

FuMCttati 

jLdmlnietrettTe 

Superrleorjr. 

Beletcd 

SecreUrlal, clerleel 



Full Time or 



a8 

6.31 

0 

18 



TABLE 7d— Utilization off Federal Funds 

PMrM aipenOnure ANeCaieiiC 

mow 13^000 

1959-84 101,790 130,000 



t 







Fl!«rlda 



EQUIPMENT AND REMODELING 



TAILE L— Frojocts Approved 


Kooim 


SHbJect 

Science: 


NHitiber 


Cect 


PomMWIo4i 


10»-M 


809 


$3,394,794 


10 


IWIHW 

Mathematics: 


2,095 


12,683,010 


S51 


1963-64 


488 


689,692 


0 




Modem Ibrelfn lanfuaies: 


1,481 


1,997,984 


40 


1963^54 


899 


928,890 


14 


1969-84 

Level: 

Elementary: 




9,224,726 


M 


1963-64 


470 


810,174 


0 


1WJW4 

Secondary: 




1,845,840 


8 


1963-64 


W7 


2, on. Ill 


24 


1WW4 

Combined: 


2,106 


8,183,418 


118 


1983-84 


M7 


1,881,897 


0 





2,068 


7,777,068 


128 



TAILE 2w->Exp«ndlturtt, Ftdtralr SUtt, Locals 

lH3-€4 



i Mfc J tC t AmMNlt 

SctonOQ. ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• $J,29I|{)M 

Mathematics <90,848 

Modern fcreifnlaninaiea. 788,02® 

Source: 

Federal*. 2,296,288 

SUte 0 

LocaL 2,298,288 



*Report«d expenditures u of June 9(^ 1984, afalnit fiscal Tear 1903 and 
1984 allotments. 



TAILE 3.— Utilization off Ftdtral Funds 

FsrM biMtiSnara A H at m wit 

1963-64 $1,024,278 $1,819,107 

1959-84 6,778,911 7,982,288 



STATE SUPERVISION AND ADMINISTRATION 



TAILE ir-SubJoct-Mattor tooclalists, Full Tims or 



Equlvalont, lM3-€4 

SuOJect Wmnfci r 

Science 2 

Mathematics.. 1 

Modem foreirnlanfuaie 1 

TAILE 6.— ExpondHurts, 1S63-34 

Seur c e Amei m t 

FederaL $104,632 

SUte 183,684 



TAILE t.— Local Educational Agtnclcs, 1963-€4 



TAILE S.— Rtfular THIt ill FertonnoL Full Time or 
Equivalent, 19€S-€4 

Functien nHMber 

Adm''''<tratlTe ® 

Superrlsorjr ^ 

Belated serrlces * 

Secretarial, cler l caL... 18 

TAILE 7.— Utilization off Ftdtral Funds 

Fer l e t I ap ent Hu re AIMment 

1963-64 $104,632 $104,692 

1969-64 492,824 492,824 



Categery 


Number 


AvDrafD dally 
iminbirshlp 


Total 


79 


1,007,133 


Xllfible under SUU plan 


70 


1,007,133 


Fartlcipatlng 


85 


1,084,721 



SO 






O 

ERIC 



Qtorgta 




EQUIPMENT AND REMODELING 



TAILE 1* — Projtct* Appravtd 

i d— I W 

SubjMt Nw m fcwr CmI 

Bdanot: 



1968-64 


6,148 


$4,698,760 


71 


1969-64 


28,183 


18,606,017 


US 


Mathemf.dcs: 

196164 


X667 


946,666 


2 


1969-64 


10,197 


3,667,603 


2 


Modem foreign langnagee: 

1568-64 


1,879 


741,866 


0 


1969-64 


6,164 


2; 006, 617 


0 


Lerel: 

Elementary: 

1968-64 


6,0U 


1,460,223 


s 


1969-64 


28,799 


6,806,476 


10 


Secondary: 

1968-64 


3,864 


8,046,662 


76 


1989-64 


11,886 


0,887,666 


170 


Combined: 

196S64 


1,182 


872,806 


1 


1969-64 


4,849 


2,778,007 


1 



TAILE 2r— Exp«ndltur#«, Ftdtral, ftatt. Local, 

19CS-M 



twbjMt 

Sdanoa 

llAtbtmtUcs ... 

Modem Ibrelcn leoguatee. 



A m e im t 

822,783 

6U,848 



Source: 
Federal*. 
SUta.... 
Local — 



2,866,171 

18,600 

2,641.071 



*Beported expeadlturee u ot June 10, 1904, aplnit lUcal year 1961 and 
1904 allotmenti. 



TAILE 3.— Utlllntlon of Fodcral Funds 

Expen«tur ANetment 

ig».«4 $1,034,468 $1,621,878 

lOSO-04 8,044,278 9,885,212 



STATE SUPERVISION AND ADMINISTRATION 



TAILE 4w— Subjoct-Mattor SMdalists, Full Time or 



Equivalent, lHS-14 

Subject Humber 

Bdence ®*0 

Ifathematlce **0 

Modem foreign lanfuace 

TAILE Expenditures, lM3-€4 

teurcc A rn eunt 

Federal $98,798 

State. *.79* 



TAILE tw— Local Educational Agencies, 1SC3-C4 

AwiraM dlRliv 

Categcry Number membership 

Total 196 L0CS.646 

Eligible under State plan 196 1, 006, 646 

Participating....^........................ 196 1,996, 



TAILE Sw— Regular Title III Personnel, Full Time or 
Equivalent, 19Ci-i4 



Punctlen 

Admlnlstratlra 

Snperrlsory 

Belated aerrlcee — 
Secretarial, clerical. 



Number 



L4 

9.2 

0 

i.Q 



TAILE 7w— Utilisation of Federal Funds 

Pcrle e ripeiiiltwe ANelment 

$99,798 $100,000 

]Me.«4 $62,276 412,981 
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Hawaii 



EQUIPMENT AND REMCi^ELING 



TAILE 1. — Projactf Appravtd 



Subject 


Number 


Caat 




Boianoo: 


1983-84 


401 


$ 208,484 


6 


1 «M 4 


2,029 


1 , 225,882 


236 


Matbematics: 


1983-84 


197 


$ 5,006 


0 


106 ^ 


967 


231 ,l$t 


10 


Modem loroisnlaniuafer. 


1 WM 4 


89 


48,765 


1 


1959-84 


417 


188,758 


0 


Lerel: 

Elementary: 


lM 3 -« 




88,840 


0 


IWQ-M 


1 , 8 M 


818,867 


183 


Secondary: 


196 M 4 


8 tt 


192,288 


8 


lU 0-«4 


998 


770,276 


84 


Combined: 


1983-84 


108 


41,008 


1 


191 »e 4 




230,142 


27 



TABLE 2.— Exptnditurtt, FtdoraL State, Local, 



tubjMt . Amount 

$188.,J01 

M»them»tIoi W,4« 

Modem fcwlfnl*n|u«m. 

Source: 

Teder»l*. 128 , IM 

Stole Ufl.TTS 

LoeoL ».«7 



* Beported ezpendltoree u of June M, 1 M<, aceiiiit flioel tmh 1981 and 
1984 allotmento. 



TABLE S,^Utlllxatlon of Ftdoral Funds 



OartoO KapanOtlwna Aia tm e wt 

1983-84 Ha,e 07 141,884 

198 S 44 ...: 718,192 822,819 



STATE SUPERVISION AND ADMINISTRATION 



TABLE 4.— Subjoct-Matter l^clalltte. Full TImo or 



Equivalent, 19SS-S4 

SmOJocI NhihOm’ 

Sdenoe 1-4 

Mathematici 1.4 

Modem Jonlfnlaniuage 0 

TABLE I^Expondltures, lMS-44 

t aMree AmaiiMt 

VOdenl mooo 

StoU. 39,977 



table t^Local Educational Agtnclos, 1S43-C4 

AvaraaaOaay 

Categanr Number m e m ba ri hlp 

TotoL... 1 168,242 

XUflble under Stole plan 1 111,242 

Partldpatlnc 1 161,242 



TABLE 5.— Regular Title III Personnel, Full Time or 
Equivalent, lMS-44 



rOncUan Nu mb er 

IdmlnMnltre 0 

Suparrieorjr... 2.1 

Belated aerrloee 0 

Seontorlal,clarloaL 8.4 



TABLE T^Utlllzatlon of Federal Funds 



198 S .84 

196»<4 



$ 20,000 
7 $, 089 



$ 20,000 

94,000 
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IdalM 



EQUIPMENT AND REMODELING 



TAILS L— Approvtd 

W— w 

Numbtr w wm iW>< 



SufcjMt 

SeUnoe: 

196M4 



Mktbemttiet: 

1MM4.. 



Modem foreign lencntcee: 

19«-«4 



Lerel: 

Xlementuy: 

1MM4 

193M4 

Seoondery: 

lW»-«4 

1M9-M 

Combined: 

10»-«4 





197 


$384,884 


10 


7S1 


3,242,960 


114 


61 


64,933 


0 


900 


167,618 


4 


46 


66,802 


1 


161 


218,967 


10 


106 


126,138 


0 


344 


642,902 


3 


101 


880,481 


11 


748 


2,176,619 


135 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 



TABLE 2ir— ExpandltiirWf F«d#ral» SUtt, Localf 

im-u 



MJwt 

Bdenoe 

Metbemetlci 

Modem foreign lengnegM. 



H00,#l 

49,010 

4S,«S 



Source: 
Federal*. 
State.. -. 
LoceL... 



250,411 

0 

250,418 



•Reported expendlturea aa of Jnne 80, 1964, agalmt fiscal year 1968 allotment 



only. 



TABLE Sw— Utilization of Fodoral Funds 



1968-64. 

1959-64. 



ExpMtOnure AMotnwiit 

0 128,910 

1937,568 1,863,878 



STATE SUPERVISION AND ADMINISTRATION 



TABLE 4^tuhJoct-lllattor Spoclalhtt, Full Tlmo or 



Equhralont, 19tS-€4 

i n ojact 



Matbematici 

Modem foreign language 



NumOer 

ao 

.6 

1.0 



TABLE 5.— Ilogular TItIo III Fononnoi, Full Tlmo or 
Equivalont, 19€S-€4 



N« 



Admlnktratira. .. 



Saperrisory 

Belated aerTioM — 
Secretarial, deilcal. 



TABLE EzpondJturM, 1H3-44 



FederaL. 

StaU.... 



AmMint 

$19,781 

19,761 



TABLE •.—Local Educational Agonclos, lSiJ-44 



Catogary 

TaIbI 


Number 

120 


AviraCDtelly 

immitrihiR 

165 g 537 


VIIvOiIa rniftAF StllrB a1<iA 


130 


165,627 




73 


140.865 



TABLE 7w— Utlllzatlan of Fodoral Fund* 



1963-64. 

1959-04. 



ExpweeHture AMatimnt 

$19,761 820,000 

87,802 120,000 



illinoit 



EQUIPMENT AND REMODELING 



TABLE Ir-Projfcts Approvtd 

tukjMt Numbtr CMt 

Sdenot: 



1963-84 


7M 


$4,287,980 


121 


IWKM 

Mathematics: 


4, M2 


19,367,118 


439 


1963-64 


121 


441,992 


0 


IWHM 

Modem foreign languages: 


1,352 


1,722,818 


1 


1963-54 


314 


970,822 


7 


1WJW4 

Lorel: 

EltmentAry: 


1,267 


4,275,439 


87 





468 


1,110,991 


9 


1WM4 

Secondary: 


2,323 


6,194,979 


92 


1963-54 


548 


2,288,779 


44 


1MQ-Q4 

ComblDtd: 


1,067 


11,861,062 


279 


IW-M 


421 


2,303,004 


76 


1WW4 


1,791 


8,609,312 


166 



TABLE 2<— ExMndKurM, FtfNralr SUtt^ Localf 

1M3-M 



SubjMt AmMmt 

Science 16,238,844 

Methemstlci. 654,438 

Modem forelxn len|us|M— 1* 184, 791 

Source: 

Federel* 3,844,099 

SUte 0 

LoceL 4,811,974 



*Keported expeodlturet of lone 30, 1984, aftlnit fiscal year 1983 and 
1984 allotments. 



TABLE S^Utillntlon of Ftdtral Funds 



ParlMl 

1968-84 

1959-« 



byanOltura Alfalmtnt 

$2,310,849 $2,310,849 

10,925,190 11,148,454 



STATE SUPERVISION AND ADMINISTRATION 



TABLE 4.— tubJoct-Mattar Spoclallsts, Full Tlim or 



Equlvaknt, 190-U 

I wO l aa t Numkar 

Science 6 

Mathematics 4 

Modem foreign languace $ 

TABLE Exptndlturos, 19€^-C4 

taurce Amaunt 

Federal $167,918 

StaU 167,918 



TABLE t.— Local Educational Afcnclot, 196S-S4 



CategaeTT 




Avomntfally 

moiyiMcmhlR 


ToUl 


1,508 


1,617,255 


Eligible under State plan 


1,508 


1,617,255 


Pirtlclpitlnif 


1,063 


1,161,464 



TABLE ^.—Regular Tltk III ForsonnoL Full Tlmo or 
Equivalont, lKS-44 



FimcUaei Nwnbar 

Admlnlstratlre 1 

Superrlsory IS 

Related serrloes 0 

Secretarial, clarical 16 



TABLE 7.— Utilization of Fodoral Funds 



1963-64 

1959-54 



FaisaeidHiifa AUat i weest 

$167,918 $177,600 

796,244 l,0i'l,718 
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Indiana 



EQUIPMENT AND REMODELING 



t 



TABLE 1<— Projfcts Approved 

Nooim 

SubjMt NumbMr Cm! wmod< H d 



Science: 



lOiSS-04 


023 


$2,120,708 


33 


1069-04 


2g7ll 


12,360,728 


234 


Mathematics: 

1903-04 


181 


149,145 


0 


1959-04 


060 


773,278 


1 


Kfodem foreign languiges: 

1903-04 


160 


416,780 


4 


1969-04 


804 


2,601,740 


47 


Level: 

Elementary: 

1963-04 


181 


247,605 


2 


1959-04 


846 


1,177,580 


6 


Secondary: 

1903-04 


634 


1,940,018 


39 


1969-04 


1,726 


8,110,007 


206 


Combined: 

1903-64 


249 


491,470 


1 


1959-04 


1,904 


0,342,140 


71 



TABLE 2.— Expenditures, Federai, State, Locai, 

196S-S4 



Subject 

Science... 

Mathenutlu.. 

Modem foreign lauguagee. 



Amount 

$1,7C3.406 

85,527 

414,744 



Source: 

Federnl*. 

State.... 

Local.... 



1,120,837 

0 

1,120,840 



•Reported expenditure! ai of June 80, 1904, agalnat fUcal year 1003 and 1904 
allotmenU. 



TABLE 3w— Utiiiiation of Federai Funds 



Period 



1003-04. 

1059-04. 



Expenditure Allotment 

$768,020 |1,23<.800 

0,290,700 7,032,008 



STATE SUPERVISION AND ADMINISTRATION 




TABLE 4.— Subject-Matter Speciaiists, Fuii Time or 
Equivalent, 19C3-M 

Subject 

Science 

Mathematlca. 

Modem foreign language. 

TABLE 6.— Expenditures, 1963-64 

Source 

Federal 

State 



TABLE 8.— Locai Educationai Agencies, 1963-64 



Category 

Total 

Eligible under State plan.. 
Farticipating. 



Numbtr 


Average dally 
memberahlp 


669 


1,072,108 


669 


1,072,108 


334 


835,253 



TABLE 5.— Reguiar Tiiie III Personnel, Full Time or 
Equivalent, 1963-64 

Function 

Admlnlatratlre — 

Related serrlces ® 

Secretarial, clerical — *•*' 



TABLE 7.— Utiiixation of Federal Funds 



Period 



1903-04. 

1959-04. 



Expenditure Allotment 

$20,000 $03,104 

170,508 476,190 
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Ipwa 



> 

EQUIPMENT AND REMODEUNG 



TABLE 1. — Pr«|*cts Appfwml 



SubjQd Numbor Cm! wii w Jb U J 

Scfenra: 






740 


31,102,406 


m 


WMi 

Matbematlca: 


3,009 


9,250.948 


m 


1983-64 


308 


202,223 


3 




Modem foreign langnagea: 


1,220 


970,071 


11 


1963-64 


175 


218,557 


3 




Leyel: 

Elemeutary: 


582 


1.391.033 


9 


1963-64 


314 


260,444 


1 


lV»-64 

Secondary: 


1.438 


2,036,924 


13 


1983-64 


916 


1,262,742 


35 


195M4 

Combined: 


3,379 


9. 5'. 5. 627 


224 


1963-64 


0 


0 


0 


1959-64 


0 


0 


0 



TAILE 2«— Exppndituraty F«4tnil, State, Lpcal, 

1M3-S4 



Sobjwt A nm iwt 

Sdenoe $i,W0,77B 

MAtbenutlct 3M,116 

Modem tottHpi UagaaKet 347, 923 

Sooroe: 

Federal*. 1,329,073 

State C 

Local 1,389,741 



'Bepoited ezpendUaiea aa of Jimo 30. 1904, agatnit fiacal year 1903 and 
1904 allotment!. 



TABLE Sr-Utlllzatlon aff Ftdt!'il Tundt 

l*arM fipanJIiMa Alto to iant 

1963-04 1073.283 3864,952 

1959^14 4.049,588 6,240,367 



STATE SUPERVISION AND ADMINISTRATION 



TABLE 4.— Subject-Matter Sjn^clalltte, Full Tim# m 



Equivalent, 19(bS-€4 

tabjact Number 

Sdenoe 2 

Matbematlca 2 

Modem forelen lancoace 1 

TABLE e^ExpendHures, 196S-S4 

aMveo AiKMunl 

Federal 354,731 

State 54,731 



TABLE t.— Local Educational Agencies, 1963-S4 



CRtecary 


Number 


Avaricii daily 
mernfarshlR 


Total 


607 


5648206 


Eligible under SUte plan 


397 


5648206 


Fartidpetlng 


292 


4938 062 



TABLE 5.^ — Regular Title III Fersonnel, Full Time or 
Equivalent, 1943-S4 



FimdlMi Number 

AdminlitratlTi) 1.3 

Snperriaory. 6.06 

Belated aerrioea 1.5 

Secretarial, derlcaL. 6.76 



TABLE 7,r-Utlllxatlon of Federal Funds 

FatM Eipemllture Alletment 

1963-64 
1959-64 



354,731 356,642 

241,616 306,400 
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EQUIPMENr AND REMODELING 



TABLE la— Bnjtcts Apiirovtd 

Rooms 



Subject 


Number 


Cast 


fDIIIDdDiDli 


Science: 


106^64 


C05 


$003,280 


10 


1069-64 


2p832 


6,800,062 


246 


Matbematics: 


1068-84 




04,778 


8 


105O<4 


618 


304,266 


4 


Modem foreign langnagee: 


1063^ 




220,427 


6 


1060-84. 


m 


1,881,408 


40 


Lerel: 

Elamentery: 


1068^ 


260 


267,488 




1060-84 


2,880 


1,368,742 




Secondary: 


1068-64 


421 


743,216 


0 


1060-64 


2,260 


4,688,100 


198 


Combined: 


1068d4 


07 


807,760 


6 


1080-64 


417 


1,602,886 


M 



TABLE 2d— EiptnditurMf Foitoralp Statfp Locnip 

19€3-€4 



SufeJoeS Amount 

Science $887,807 

Ustbemstics 88,385 

Modem fotelfn Isnsatces 188, ’>18 

Source: 

Federsl*» 821,804 

SUte 0 

LocsL 821,804 



*Beported expsndtturef u of 7unt 80, 1004, sgslrut flicsl year 1088 and 
1004 allotmenU. 



TABLE Se— U tllliatlon off Ftdoral Funds 

Poriod Eipsndllurs AMst m en t 

1088-84 1888,206 $844,284 

8,410^040 8,498,708 



TABLE 4d-SubJoct-Mattor tMclallsts, 

Equivaltnty lS€S-€4 

Sdaoea 

VAthAtnAt-iwA - 

Modem foreign lanKoaiiu. 

TABLE ExpandIturtSp lH2-d4 

Iturtis Amount 

FedaraL. $28,806 

State 28,806 

TABLE lir— Local Educational AgtncItSp 19€S-$4 

Avonas dally 

Cataaety Numbar m smSerahly 

Total 1,776 446,040 

Xligiblaandw State plan.. 1.676 444,000 

Participating 606 88,802 



TABLE Sd— Regular Title III Fersonnelp Full Time or 
Equivalent, lf€3-€4 

FuncUan Nurabor 

AdminlftratlTO 1,6 

Superrlioey 8 

Belated sarTioaa 088 

Secretarial, clerical 2.6 

TABLE 7d— Utilization off Federal Funds 

P ariad Z ayc nd Mia ra A B o tm ant 

1063-64. $28,806 $80^000 

1060-64. 12L886 224,647 



STATE SUPERVISION AND ADMINISTRATION 



Full Time or 
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Kentucky 



EQUIPMENT AND REMODELING 



TABLE 1<— Projects Approved 



Subject 


Number 


Coat 


Rooms 

rsneiNislofI 


Sdence: 

1903-04 


Ip 490 


$lp9Clp533 


32 





0,008 


10p3v;4y023 


229 


Mathematics: 

1903-04 


448 


331p202 


0 





1,722 


Ip 732, 840 


12 


Modem foreign languages: 
1903-04 


257 


273,601 


2 


IWQ-M 


941 


1,628,046 


7 


Level: 

Elementary: 

1W3-M 


lp064 


826,922 


0 


1959-04 


3,387 


4,283,740 


19 


Secondary: 

lQ«3-«4 


Ip 120 


1,739,474 


34 


1959-04 


4p283 


9,457,067 


229 


Combined: 

1963-04 


0 


0 


0 


1959^ 


1 


4,701 


0 



TABLE 2.— Expenditures, Federal, State, Local, 



1963-64 

SubjMt Amount 

Sdenoe $1,330,«23 

Motbematics 208,338 

Modem foreign languages 250, 031 

Source: 

Federal*. 897,490 

Stote 0 

LocaL 897,490 



*Beported expenditures as of June 30, 1904, against fiscal year 1963 allot* 
ment only. 



TABLE 3.— Utilization of Federal Funds 

Oortod Eipondtturo AUotmont 

1903^ 0 $127,069 

1959-04 $4,913,710 0,366,872 



STATE SUPERVISION AND ADMINISTRATION 



TABLE 4i«— Subject-Matter Specialists, Full Time or 



Equivalent, 1963-64 

Subject Number 

Sdenoe 1.0 

Mathematics 0 

Modem foreign language 0 

TABLE 6.— Expenditures, 1963-64 
••ureo . Amount 

FederaL $34,100 

State.!.,. 34,100 



TABLE t.— Local Educational Agencies, 1963-64 



TABLE 5«— Regular Title III Personnel, Full Time or 
Equivalent, 1963-64 



Function Number 

Administrative i 

Supervisory i.fl 

Belated services 2.12 

Secretarial, derical 3.07 



TABLE 7.— Utilization of Federal Funds 

Farlod ExpsndKuro Allot'msnt 

1903^ $34,100 $48,786 

1959-04 149,633 3f4,424 



Coffjsty 


Numbr« 


Avsrago dally 
msmborshlp 


TotaL 


212 


852,539 


Xilglble under State plan 


212 


852,539 


Fartldpatlng 


197 


839,539 
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Loultlana 



EQUIPMENT AND REMODELING 



TABLE 1.— Projtctt Approvtd 

Rooim 



Subject 


Numbar 


Cost 


reiiHKkied 


Sclenoe: 


1088-84 


1,080 


$1,810,837 


110 


1030-04 


8,060 


8,008,480 


287 


Mathematics: 


1063-84 


872 


107,888 


0 


1080-34 


1,016 


480,370 


1 


Modem foreign languages: 


1063-64 


167 


250,012 


5 


1080-64 


806 


758,650 


32 


Level: 

Elementary: 


1083-64 


685 


210,728 


1 


1WM4 


8,438 


1,107,017 


23 


Secondary: 


1063-04 


105 


388,804 


4 


1080-84 


1,187 


1,807,607 


87 


Combined: 


1063-04 


718 


1,300,003 


no 


108WI4 


8,188 


3,820,888 


210 



TABLE 2.— Expenditures, Federal, State, Local, 

19e3-64 



)Mib]«ct Aimunt 

Science tl,462,4W 

Mathematics 124,808 

Modem foreign laguagee 1M.706 

Source: 

Federal*. 888,805 

State 

Local 780,828 



*Beported expenditures as of Juno 80, 1084, against fiscal year 1088 allot- 
mente 



TABLE S^Utlllzatlon of Federal Funds 

Pariod Expenditure Altotment 

1083-84 0 $300,000 

1060-M $2,727,408 8,003,818 



STATE SUPERVISION AND ADMINISTRATION 



TABLE 4w— Subject-Matter Specialists, Full Time or 
Equivalent, 

Subject Number 

Science 2-78 

Mathematics ® 

Modem foreign language 1 



TABLE 6.— Expenditures, 1963-64 

Amotffit 

FcderaL *72,030 

73,323 



table I.— Local Educational Agencies, 1963-64 





Category 


Number 


A%mie dally 

nMitiBtrshlp 


f 




67 


735,630 




Eligible under State plan 

Participating 


67 

55 


735,530 

618,662 



TABLE 5.— Regular Title III Personnel, Full Time or 
Equivalent, 196S-64 



FuncUan Wiimber 

Administrative 2. 0 

Supervisory 

Belated services •* 

Secretarial, clerical — *• 7 



TABLE 7.— Utilisation of Federal Funds 

Period ExpendKuro Allolmeiit 

1083-84.. $72,080 $72,030 

108IH14 384.M0 388,817 
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Malnt 



EQ'JSPMENT AND REMODELING 

TABLE i^P»l«cta Arpntmil TABLE 2<— E«p«ndltur^ Ftdml, Statt, Local, 

Rmiim 1HS-C4 



Subject 

Science: 

1063-64 


Number 


Coot 




Subject 

flAlunfiB 


Ameunt 

1402,287 


407 


$676,416 


0 


MBthsmstics — - 


27,288 





1»558 


2,766,086 

27,818 


0 


Modem foreign languages. 
Source: 


. . 91,9W 


Mathematics: 

1063-64 . , r 


136 


0 


806,768 


1060.6< - 


572 


136,404 


0 




0 


Modern foreign languages: 

1063-64 

lWd-54 

Lerel: 






TafMl 


306.768 


104 

389 


136,368 

447,863 


0 

0 


•Reportad expenditures u of June 80, 1064, against fiscal year 1068 allot* 
ment only. 


Elementary: 

1063-64 

1050-64 


345 

1$124 


187,206 

646,842 


0 

0 






Secondary: 

1063-64 


302 


663,307 


0 


TABLE 3^ 


Utilization off Fodoral Funds 


1060-64 

Combined: 

1063-64 

IWHMH 


1.016 

0 

379 


2,061.606 

0 

631,682 


0 

0 

0 


PerieS 

1063-64 

1050-64 


Exeendlbtnre AUetment 

0 $188,226 

81,110,228 1.717.601 



STATE SUPERVISION AND ADMINISTRATION 



TASLE 4a— Subjtct-Matttr SjMd>>llstt, Full TImt or 
Equlvalont, lMS-44 

Mbjwl NunibMr 

ScIbqob .... ... ............... .......... — ...... 1 

UothBIlUtiCB. 1 

Modwii fowlgn iMIgTHIE 1 



TAILS Ca— Exponditurts, 19Sl-e4 



FodtnL. 
Stoto 



Amount 

$ 22,000 

22,672 



table to— Local Educational Agonclot, 1943-64 



Category 

ToteL 

Eligible under State plan... 
Participating 



Avomioelalfy 
Numbor momsMOhlp 

420 216,418 

810 211,882 

207 180,223 



TABLE S^Rogular Title III PortonnoL Full Time or 
Equivalent, 1963-64 



Puticlion Numbor 

AdmlnlitratlTe 1 

SuperrlMry * 

Belated aerrloes 0 

Secretarial, derlcaL 2 



TABLE 7a— Utilization off Federal Funds 

PorloJ Eiponeituro Allotment 

1063^ $22,000 $22,000 

1060-M 107,644 123,268 
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Maryland 



EQUIPMENT AND REMODELING 



TABLE 1.— Pi 






Rooms 


Subject 


Number 


Con 


remodeled 


Science: 


iwa-M 


642 


$2,074,02.2 


0 


1959-64 


2,480 


7,379,632 


76 


Mathematics: 


IW-M 


101 


169,000 


0 





831 


778,5.0 


0 


Modem foreign languages: 


1963-64 


75 


371,676 


1 


1959-64 


343 


1,639,707 


18 


Level: 

Elementary: 


1963-64 


385 


427,204 


0 


1959-64 


1,461 


1,776,530 


0 


Secondary: 


1063-64 


441 


1,068,036 


7 


1959-64 


1,916 


7,066,491 


01 


Combined: 


1063-64 


82 


218,658 


0 


1959-64 


278 


854,806 


3 



TABLE 2.— Expandlturef, Ftdtral, Stata, Local, 

196S-64 



SufejMt 

Science, 

Matheiwtics. 

Modem foreign languages. 



Amount 

$2,870,345 

191,052 

558,635 



Source: 

Federal*. 

State 

Local 



1,860,456 

0 



1,850,458 



•Reported expenditures as of Juno 80, 1964, against fiscal year 1053 and 
1904 allotments. 



TABLE 3.— Utilixatlon of Faderal Funds 



1063-64..*4»i^ 


Period 


Expenditure 

$1,166,216 


Alletment 

$1,426,189 


1959^14 




, 4,614,611 


6,286,990 



state supervision and administration 



TABLE 4.— Subject-Matter 
Equivalent 

Subjwt 

Science 

Mathematics 

Modern foreign language 



Specialists, Full Time or 
,1963-64 

Number 

0.5 

5 

5 



TABLE 6.— Expenditures, 1963-64 

Seurce 

Federal 

State - 



Amount 

$26,279 

26,281 



TABLE 8.— Local Educational Agencies, 1963-64 



Category 

Total 

Eligible under State plan... 
Participating 



NMitibar 


Averajge dally 
membmhip 


24 


656,799 


24 


656,799 


24 


656,799 



TABLE 5,— Regular Title III Personnel, Full Time or 
Equivalent, 1963-64 

Function Humber 

AdmlnlstratWe ® 

Supervisory J’* 

Related services - ® 

Secretarial, cler. cal - 



1063-54. 

1959-64 



TABLE 7.— 

Period 



Utilixatlon of Federal Funds 

Expenditure Allotment 

$26,279 $43,006 

124,666 316, Ott 



41 



799-043— GO 5 
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Massachusetts 



EQUIPMENT AND R^TAODELING 



L 



Subject 


Humber 


Cest 


Rooms 

romodtiofi 


Science: 

1963-64 


669 


$2,821,390 


94 





2,973 


8,452,618 


314 


Mathematics: 

10e3-64 


242 


376,680 


16 





W7 


1,061,731 


50 


Modem foreign languages: 
1963-64 


221 


726,742 


31 





942 


3,182,655 


127 


Level: 

Elementary: 

1963-64 


229 


359,788 


22 





1,260 


1,933,250 


63 


Secondary: 

1963-64 


726 


2,740,3141 


115 


IWMW 


3,078 


8,746,087 


413 


Combined: 

IfiCvWML 


177 


824,622 


4 


1958-64 


534 


2,017,658 


15 



TABLE 2.~Expenditures, Federal, SUte, Local, 

1963-64 

SubjMt Amount 

Scienot.... - $2,921,380 

Mathematics 378,680 

Modem foreign longuages 726, 742 

Source: 

Fedend* 2,012,406 

State 0 

2,012,406 

♦Reported expenditurea as of June 30, 1864, against fiscal year 1863 and 1864 
allotments. 



TABLE 3.— Utilization off Federal Funds 

Pwlad 



1863-04. 

1858-64. 



Expenditure 

$1,673,287 

6,418,350 



Alletment 

$1,716,636 

6,466,483 



STATE SUPERVISION AND ADMINISTRATION 



TABLE 4.— Subject-Matter Specialists, Full Time or 
Equivalent, 1963-64 

Eubject Humber 

Sdenoe ^ 

Mathematics.. 2 

Modem foreign language — 2 



TABLE 6.— Expenditures, 1963-64 

Amount 

FederiL - W7 





TABLE 8.— Local Educational Agencies, 1963-64 



TABLE 5.— Regular Title III Personnel, Full Time or 
Equivalent, 1963-64 

runctien Humber 

Administrative 9 

Supervisory... 5 

Related services 0 

Secretarial, clerlcaL 6 

TABLE 7.— Utilization off Federal Funds 

Peried Expenditure Alletment 

1863-64 $60,887 $78,750 

1958-64 244,654 481,709 







Average dally 


Category 


Humber 


mamborahip 


Total 


382 


926,350 


EUsible under State plan 


392 


826,350 


Participating 


283 


858,841 
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Michigan 



EQUIPMENT AND REMODELING 



er|c 



TABLE 1.— Projects Approved 



Subject 


Number 


Coat 


Rooms 

romoQoioa 


Scienoe: 




414 


$4,153,681 


201 


1959-64 


2,652 


18,122,633 


2,481 


Mathematics: 

1963-64 


220 


704,094 


600 


1959-64 


1,600 


2,676,841 


2,055 


Modem foreign languages: 
1963-64 


216 


993,252 


1 


IWO-W 


1,245 


6,166,681 


601 


Level: 

Elementary: 




44 


362,659 


3 


1WW4 


694 


872,105 


181 


Secondary: 

1963-64 


0 


0 


0 


1959-64 


0 


0 


0 


Combined: 

1963-64 


812 


6,488,368 


888 


W50-M. 


4,703 


25,062,949 


4,860 



TABLE 2.— Expenditurts, Ftdoroi., State, Local, 

1963-64 

Subject Ameunt 

Scieno#...-.....-. ------ --------- $3,968,3M 

MathemtUca 844,768 

Modem foreign languages 760,684 

Source: 

Federal* 2,094,837 

State 0 

Local 2,868,869 

•Reported expenditures as of June 30, 1904, agaliut fiscal year 1963 and 1064 
allotments. This amount is subject to change pending receipt of reviled 
Aimual Financial Report. 



TABLE 3.— Utilixation off Federal Funds 

ParM 



1963-64. 

1969-64. 



ExiMnOltura 

$2,677,087 

12,673,788 



Alietmcnt 

$2,706,669 

12,713,069 



STATE SUPERVISION AND ADMINISTRATION 



! 



TABLE 4.— Subject-Matter Specialists, Full Time or 
Equivalent, 1963-64 

SubjMt Humb«' 

Science ^ 

Mathematics 

Modem foreign language f 

TABLE 6.— Expenditures, 1963-64 

Scurca Amci'nt 

Federal - $29,697 

State <2,411 

TABLE t«— Local Educational Agencies, 1963-64 

Average Sally 

Categery Number membenhlg 

Total.. 1.M3 1,856,895 

Eligible under State plan 1,643 1, 856, 886 

Participating.............................. 426 1,690,361 



TABLES.— Regular Title III Personnel, Full Time or 
Equivalent, 1M3-64 

Functlen Number 

Administrative 1 

Supervisory * 

Related servlcca 0 

Secretarial, clerical 4 

TABLET.— Utilixation off Federal Funds 

FarieO Cageiietturo Alletment 

1963-64 «2.<23 

1969-64 - - - 87,813 745,673 
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Minnesota 



EQUIPMENT AND REMODELING 



TABI-r 1.— Projects Approved 

Kaeim 

SHbjdct Hujnfcir 



Science: 

iQA.r.su 


7id 


$2,.359,109 


0 


ia.*^04U - — — 


3,76l» 


12,076,599 


307 


Mathematics: 

1063-64 


400 


205,168 


0 




74,849 


598,820 


2 


, - 

Modem foreign languages: 

1963-64 - 


194 


467.721 


0 


- - 


833 


1,642,468 


11 


Level: 








Elementary: 

1963-64 


488 


535,216 


0 


1950^ 


2,300 


2,287,252 


0 


Secondary: 

1963-64 


757 


2,431,576 


0 


- 


3,875 


11,802,157 


320 


ComblDod: 




68 


65,206 


0 


1959-64 


272 


228,480 


0 



table 2. — Expenditures, Federal, State, Local, 

1963^ 



SubjKt 

Scicnoo 

Mfttbemstics 

Modem foreign languages 



Am*unt 

$3,058,001 

182,254 

473,589 



Source: 

Federal* 

State 

Local.... 



1,818,472 

0 

1,895,372 



•Reported expenditures os of June 30, 1964, against fiscal year 1963 and 
1964 allotments. 



TABLE 3.— Utilixatlon of Federal Funds 



Pwi*a 

1963-64 

1959-64 



EipMiiKun Aliatment 

$1,122,130 $1,193,357 

6,495,894 6,567,812 



state supervision and administration 



TABLE 4. — Subject-Matter Specialists, Full Time or 
Equivalent, 1H3-S4 

.... Number 

Subject ^ 

Science 3 

Mathematics, . 

Modem foreign language 



table 5. — Regular Title III Personnel, Full Time or 
Equivalent, 1963-64 

Fuuetimi 



Admlnistratire.... 

Supervisory 

Related services... 
Secretarial, clerical. 



TABLE 6 .— Expenditures, 1963-64 

Se'irce 

Is 





Ameunt 

$61,152 

61,152 



TABLE 8.— Local Educational Agencies, 1963-64 



CRltCDcy 

fpAf^l 


Numbec 

479 


Average Oally 
memberahlb 

718,352 


ICIlvihiA nnrVr StBtA dIbII........— .. 


479 


718,352 


Participating 


402 


702,952 



TABLE 7.— Utilixatlon of Federal Funds 



1963-64. 

1959-64. 



EipMiiltura Allotment 

$61,152 $70,220 

251,317 378,260 
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EQUIPMENT AND REMODELING 



TABLE 1.— Projects Approved 



SubjKt Numbw Cokt r*nmS»llU 

Science: 

ig63-«4 M8 $1,131,683 7 

1959-64 2,053 6,060,954 100 

Mathematics: 

1963-64 283 121,965 0 

1959-64 1|126 607,030 3 

Modem foreign languages: 

1963-64 178,395 0 

1959-64 773,582 2 

Level: 

Elementary: 

1963-64 — 114 55,654 0 

1959-64 388 281,479 0 

Secondary: 

1963-64 319 643,666 6 

195M4 897 1,772,203 25 

Combined: 

1965-^ 531 732,823 2 

195^64 2,552 6,407,890 80 



TABLE 2.— -Expenditures, Federal, State, Local, 

1963-64 



Subject Amount 

Science $298,317 

Mathematics 36,710 

Modem foreign languages 69, 995 

Source: _ .. 

107,611 

Qfoto 0 



•Reported expenditures as of June 30, 1964, against fiscal year 1963 allot- 
ment only. 



TABLE 3.— Utilization of Federal Funds 



Period 

1963-64 

1959-64 



Expenditure Alfotment 

0 $522,072 

$2,368,837 6,313,358 



STATE SUPERVISION AND ADMINISTRATION 



TABLE 4, 

Subject 



-Subject-Matter Specialists, Full Time or 
Equivalent, 1963-64 

Number 



Science 

Mathematics 

Modem foreign language. 



TABLE 6.— Expenditures^^ 1963-64 

Source 

Federal 

State 



Amount 

$33,473 

33,473 



TABLE 8.— Local Educational Agencies, 196S-64* 



Category 

T’fttAl 


Number 

165 


Average dally 
memberahip 

616,671 


XflfgrfKIp Tinf)PP StAtA - 


165 


616,671 


Participating 


135 


633,473 



TABLE 5.— Regular Title III Personnel, Full Time or 
Equivalent, 1963-64 



Function 



Number 



Administrative 



Supervisory. 

Related services... 
Secretarial, clerical. 



TABLE 7.— Utilization of Federal Funds 



Period 



1963-64 

1969-64 



Expenditure Allotment 

$33,473 $35,630 

164,906 267,699 



65 



Missouri 



EQUIPMENT AND REMODELING 



TABLE 1.— Projects Approved 



Subject 


Number 


Cost 


Roontt 

rtmodtltd 


Science: 

1963-64 


1,242 


$1,878,361 


0 


1050-64 


0,411 


a 3^1, 292 


125 


Mathematics: 

196M4 


084 


248,199 


0 


1050-64 


3,149 


963,558 


30 


Modem fore' pi languages: 
1063-64 


333 


319,085 


0 


W5M4 


1,504 


1,711,201 


37 


Level: 

Elementary: 

1063-64 


857 


691,431 


0 


1050-64 


4,258 


3,297,500 


7 


Secondary: 

1063-64 


1,137 


1,509,313 


0 


1051H54 


6,761 


7,087,501 


183 


Combined: 




265 


185,501 


0 


19MMi4 


1,105 


031,100 


2 



TABLE 2.— Expenditures, Federoi, State, Locai, 

196S-64 



Subjtct 

Science 

Mfttbematics 

Modem foreign languages. 



Amount 

$2,202,2«8 
203,637 
388, 6f^ 



Source: 
Federal* 
State — 
Local 



1,487,173 

0 

1,487,173 



* Reported expenditures as of June 30, 1064, agslnst fiscal year 1063 and 1064 
allotments. 



TABLE 3.— Utiiization of Federai Funds 





Period 


Expenditure 


Allotment 


1963-04 




$450,640 


$623,171 


195M4 




4,C43,523 


6,887,670 



STATE SUPERVISION AND ADMINISTRATION 



TABLE 4.— Subject-Matter Speciaiists, Fuii Time or 
Equivaient, 1963-64 

Subject Mumh^ 



Science- 

Mathematics 

Modem foreign language. 



TABLE S^Reguiar Titie III Personnel, Full Time o? 
Equivalent, 1963-64 

Function Number 

Administrative 

Supervisory 

Related services 

Secretarial, clerical — 2.0 



TABLE 6.— Expenditures, 1963-64 

Amount 

$50,822 



TABLE 8.— Local Educational Agencies, 1963-64 



Source 
Federal — 
SUU 



TABLE 7.— Utilization of Federal Funds 





Pm'IoU 


Expenditure 


MMnrmt 


1903-04 




$50,822 


$70,000 


1050-64 




283,022 


424,804 



Category 

Totals. — 

Eligible under State plan — 
Fartidpatlng— — 



Average dally 
Number membership 

1,224 763,706 

663 705,016 

442 668,424 
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Montana 



EQUIPMENT AND REMODELING 



TABLE 1.— Projects Approved 

Rooms 



Subject 


Number 


Cost 


rtm!Hkltd 


Science: 


1063-64 


354 


$346,888 


16 


1959-64 


1,371 


1,738,154 


92 


Matbematics: 


1963-64 


105 


28,338 


1 


1959-64 


403 


116,361 


5 


Modem foreign languages: 


1963-64 


69 


50,945 


1 


1959-64 


296 


261,223 


7 


Level: 

Elementary: 


1963-64 


202 


95,721 


1 


1959-64 


800 


433,920 


10 


Secondary: 


1963-^ 


244 


281,513 


11 


1959-64 


1,037 


1,453,500 


75 


Combined: 


1963^ 


82 


48,937 


0 


1959^54 


233 


228,319 


19 



TABLE 2.— Expenditures, Federal, State, Local, 

196S-64 



Subject 

Science 

Matbematics... 

Modem foreign languages. 



Amount 

$367,766 

33,804 

69,778 



Source: 

Federal* - 

State 



•Reported expenditures as of June 30, 1964, against fiscal year 
1964 allotments. 



233,550 

0 

237,878 
1963 and 



TABLE 3.— Utilization of Federal Funds 

Period Espondituio Allotment 



$54,374 $180,611 

1059-64 9W.676 1,275,774 



STATE SUPERVISION AND ADMINISTRATION 



TABLE 4.— Subject-Matter Specialists, Full Time or 
Equivalent, 1963-34 

Subject Number 

Science 

Matbematics 

Modem foreign language 225 



TABLE 5.— Regular Title III Personnel, Full Time or 
Equivalent, 1963-64 



Function 



Numbor 



Administrative 

Supervisory 

Related services.... 
Secretarial, clericaL. 



0.167 

1.825 

1.125 

1.167 



TABLE 6.— Expenditures, 1963-64 

Soiirce Amount 

Federal 

State 

TABLE 8.— Local Educational Agencies, 1963-64 



TABLE 7.— Utilization of Federal Funds 



Period 



1963-64. 

1959-64. 



ExpondKuro 

$18,448 

103,725 



Allotment 

$20,000 

120,000 



Catsgory 


Numbor 

965 


Average dally 
momborthlp 

157,403 


V.llflrtKIn itmlAr flf Afo i%1aT) 


965 


157,403 


Participating — 


212 


108,729 



Nebraska 



EQUIPMENT AND REMODELING 



TABLE 1.— Projects Approved 

Rooms 



Subject 


Number 


Cost 


romoMed 


Science: 


1963-64 


314 


$485,526 


11 


1950-64 


1,658 


4,062,112 


280 


Mat'oematlcs: 


1963-64 


152 


58,738 


1 


1959-64 


824 


358,141 


22 


Modem foreign languages; 


1963-64 


84 


131,303 


0 


1950-64 


457 


888,075 


20 


Level: 

Elementai'y: 


1963-64 


147 


102,470 


0 


1959-64 


617 


581,200 


35 


Secondary: 


1963-64 


261 


448,002 


12 


1959-64 


1,768 


3,760,675 


250 


Combined: 


1963-64 


142 


123,095 


0 


1950-64 


554 


766,453 


37 



TABLE 2.— Expenditures, FederaP, State, Local, 

2963-64 



Su!>J«ct Amount 

Science $655,118 

Mathematics 61,254 

Modem foreign languages 130,141 

Source; 

Federal*. 

State.. ® 

Local «8.256 



•Reported expenditures as of June 30, 1054, against fiscal year 1963 and 
1964 allotments. 



TABLE 3.— Utilization of Federal Funds 

Poriod Expenditure Allotment 

1963-64 H626 $200,451 

1959-64 2,058,990 2,381,843 



STATE SUPERVISION AND ADMINISTRATION 



TABLE 4.— Subject-Matter Specialists, Full Time or 
Equivalent, 1963-64 

Sut«Jec-t Number 

Science. 0 

Mathenutlcs 0 

Modem foreign language 0 



TABLE 6.— Expenditures, 1963-64 

i eurce 

Federal 

State 



Amount 

$16,198 

16,198 



TABLE 8.— Local Educational Agencies, 1963-64 

Avoran dally 

Catogory Numbor mtmhmlilp 

Total 2,600 312,000 

Eligible under State plan 248 245,000 

Participating 178 203, 500 



TABLE 5.— Regular Title III Personnel, Full Time or 
Equivalent, 1963-64 



Functlen Number 

Administrative L25 

Supervisory L083 

Related services 25 

Secretarial, clerical 1*5 



TABLE 7.— Utilization of Federal Funds 

Porlod Expend i ture Allotment 

1963-64 $18,198 $19,230 

1959-64 93,450 154,916 



68 




Nevada 



EQUIPMENT AND REMODELING 



7ASLE 1.— Projects Approved 

SiibjKt Humbw Cost 

Science: 

1963-64.. 83 $141,945 

1939-64 294 429,929 

Matbemstics: 

1933-64 31 15,644 

1959-64 132 56,331 

Modem foreign languages: 

1963-64 27 41,906 

1959-64 98 195,790 

Level: 

Elementary: 

1963-64.. *5 82,302 

1959-64.. 154 144,556 

Secondary: 

1963-64 92 114,891 

1959-64 343 492,973 

Combined: 

1963-64 4 2,202 

1959^14 27 44,522 



Rooms 

rtmoiMtd 



0 

9 

0 

0 

0 

2 



0 

0 

0 

11 

0 

0 



TABLE 2.— Expenditures, Federal, State, Local, 

1963-64 



Subject 

Science 

Mathematics 

Modem foreign languages. 



Amount 

$80,436 

12,387 

30,520 



Source: 

Federal*. 

State.... 

liOcaL... 



61.671 
0 

61.672 



•Reported expenditures as of June 30, 1964, against fiscal year 1963 and 1964 
allotments. 



TABLE 3.— Utllliaticri o# Federal Funds 



Period 



1963-64..., 

1959-64...,, 



ExpondKuro Allotmont 

$34,453 $71,909 

5(69,477 320,042 



STATE SUPERVISION AND ADMINISTRATION 



TABLE 4< 

Subject 



.-Subject-Matter Specialists, Full Time or 
Equivalent, 1963-64 

Number 



Science 

Mathematics 

Modern foreign language. 



TABLE 6.— Expenditures, 1963-64 

Sourco 

Federal 





Amount 

$18,270 

18,276 



TABLE 8.— Local Educational Agencies, 1963-64 



Category 

TotaL 

EUgible under State plan... 
Participating — 



Aversgo dally 
Numbor momborthip 

17 86,271 

17 86,271 

14 83,572 



TABLE 5.— Regular Title III Personnel, Full Time or 
Equivalent, 1^3-64 



Function 



Numbor 



Administrative 

Supervisory 

Related services.... 
Secretarial, clericaL. 



TABLE 7.— Utilisation of Federal Funds 



Period 



1963-64. 

1959-64, 



Expenditure Allotment 

$18,276 $20,000 

77,497 120,000 



T 

I 



799-043— CO 0 



69 



ERJC 



New Hampshire 



EQUIPMENT AND REMODELING 



TABLE 1. — Projects Approved 

Roonw 

SubjMt Numbtr Cost rtmoMed 



Science: 



1963-64 




$3n,343 


2 


1959-64 

Mathematics: 


1,664 


1,487,508 


13 


1963-64 


128 


25,917 


0 


1959-64 

Modem foreign languages: 


638 


148,166 


0 


1963-64 




88,170 


0 


1959-64 

Level: 

Elementary: 


613 


622,788 


4 


1963-64 


292 


69,839 


0 


1959-64 

Secondary: 


1,328 


384,443 


2 


1963-64 


301 


395,522 


2 


1959-64 

Combined: 


1,278 


1,644,705 


12 


1963-64 


29 


20,069 


0 


1959-64 


209 


229,314 


3 



TABLE 2.— Expenditures^ Federai^ State, Locai, 

1983-84 



Subjfct Amount 

Science $296, 106 

Mathematics 24 , 410 

Modern foreign languages 105, 352 

Source: 

Federal* 212,934 

State 0 

Local 212,034 



*Reported expenditures as of June 30, 1964, against fiscal year 1963 and 1(764 
allotments. 



TABLE 3.— Utiiization of Federai Funds 

Poriod Expendtturo Allotmon* 

1963-64 $86,298 $163,823 

1959-64 868,129 993, 38j 



STATE SUPERVISION AND ADMINISTRATION 



TABLE 4.— Subject-Matter Speciaiists, Fuii Time or 
Equivaient, 1983-84 



Subject Number 

Science 1 

Mathematics 1 

Modem foreign languages 1 



TABLE 8.— Expenditures, 1983-84 

Source Amount 

FederaL $19,364 

State 21,381 



TABLE 8.— Locai Educationai Agencies, 1983-84 



TABLE 5.— Reguiar Titie iii Personnei, Fuii Time or 
Eqif!«aient, 1983-84 



Function Number 

Administrative 0. 35 

Supervisory. 3 

Related services 0 

Secretarial, clerical 1.6 



TABLE 7.— Utiiization of Federai Funds 

Period Eipendituro Allotment 

1963-64 $19,364 $20,000 

1959-64 93,142 120,000 



Category 


Numbtr 


Avtragt daily 
mambtrship 


Total 


187 


114,207 


Eligible under State plan 


187 


114,207 


Participating 


141 


102,275 



70 




New Jersey 



EQUIPMENT AND REMODELING 



TABLE l.—ProJects Approved 

Rooms 



Subject 


Numbtr 


Coat 


romodtlod 


Science: 


1903-<>4 


407 


$2,096,513 


58 


1959-64 


1,924 


11,049,186 


373 


Mathematics: 


196^-04 


264 


231,715 


0 


1959-64 


1,248 


1,000,834 


19 


Modern foreign languages: 


1966-64 


205 


499,289 


10 


1959-64 - 


910 


2,567,965 


56 


Level: 

Elementary: 


1963-64 


233 


222,785 


4 


1959-64 


1,136 


1,093,957 


23 


Secondary: 


1963-64 


336 


970,343 


23 


1959-64 


L631 


5,255,515 


169 


Combined: 


1963-64 


307 


1,634,389 


41 


1959-64 


1,316 


8,268,613 


256 



TABLE 2.— Expenditures, Federal, State, Local, 

1963-64 



Sr-NJ#ct Amount 

Scicnco... - $1,770,674 

Mathematics 

Modem foreign languages 0^2 

Source: 

Federal* - 1,164,346 

State ^ ° 

Local *183.1)04 



• Reported .expenditures as of Jime 30, 1964, against fiscal year 1963 and 1964 
allotments. 



TABLE 3.— Utilization of Federal Funds 

Oerlod Cipondituro Allotmont 

1903.^^ $1,161,027 $1,255,602 

1959-64.'.'.'.”!!" 3,116,831 6,211,791 



STATE SUPERVISSON AND ADMINISTRATION 



TABLE 4.— Subject-Matter Specialists, Full Time or 
Equivalent, 1963-64 

SubjMt Numbur 



Science 

Mathematics 

Modern foreign language. 



TABLE 6»— Expenditures, 1963-64 

Sour CO 

Federal 

State 



Amount 

$54,209 

M,209 



TABLE 8.— Local Educational Agencies 1963-64 







Avtragt dally 


Category 


Numbtr 


mambarthip 


Total — 


599 


1,197,299 


Eligible under State plan 


599 


1,197,299 


Participating 


409 


1, 070, 559 



TABLE 5.— Regular Title III Personnel, Full Time or 
Equivalent, 1963-64 



Function 



Numbor 



Administrative 

Supervisory 

Related services... 
Secretarial, clerical. 



TABLE 7.— Utilization of Federal Funds 





Poriod 


Expondituro 


Ailatmant 


1963-64 




S54.209 


$64,157 


1959-64 




_ _ 232.337 


641,780 



er|c 



71 



New Mexico 



EQUIPMENT AND REMODELING 



TABLE 1.— Projects Approved 

llooim 



SHbJect 


NHmber 


Cost 


remodtled 


Science: 


1063-64 


565 


$705,383 


2 


1050-64 


1,613 


3,222,333 


100 


Mathematics: 


1060-64 


182 


62,646 


0 


1050-64 


611 


300,655 


5 


Modem foreign languages: 


1060-64 


128 


100,177 


0 


1050-64 


464 


693,631 


10 


Level: 

Elementary: 


1063-64 


325 


245,028 


0 


1050-64 


050 


610,044 


1 


Secondary: 


J063-64.-.. 


550 


713,178 


2 


1050-64 


1,560 


2,312,338 


38 


Combined: 


1063-64 


0 


0 


0 


1050-64 


178 


1,383,337 


76 



TABLE 2.— Expenditures, Federal, State, Local, 

1963-64 



SHbJtct Amount 

$596,792 

48,064 

rtodem foreign languages 80,213 

Source: 

Federal* 362,537 

State . ° 

Local 362,562 



*Keported expenditures as of June 30, 1964, against fiscal year 1963 allotment 
only. 



TABLE 3.— Utilixation of Federal Funds 





PM'iod 


Eipondituro 


Allotmont 


1063-64 




0 


$28,243 


1050-64 




$1,746,248 


1,979,792 



STATE SUPERVISION AND ADMINISTRATION 



TABLE 4.— Subject-Matter Specialists, Full Time or 
Equivalent, 1963-M 

SHbjMt Hnmlmr 

Science 

Mathematics 

Modem foreign language • ^® 



TABLE 6.— Expenditures, 1963-64 

Sourco 

Federal 

State 



Amount 

$31,060 

31,060 



TABLE 8.— Local Educational Agencies, 1963-64 



Catogory 


NHmber 


AvDragt dally 
iMmfiarshIp 


'Total 


97 


240,242 


Eligible under State plan 

Participating 


07 

83 


240,242 

231,220 



TABLE 5,— Regular Title III Personnel, Full Time or 
Equivalent, 1963-64 

FHiKtion Hnmbw 

Administrative ^*7® 

Supervisory 2.25 

Related services ® 

Secretarial, clerical ® 



TABLE 7.— Utilization of Federal Funds 

Parlvil EipeniKur* Alletmant 

igfi3^J4 $31,060 $31,295 

1959^14 134,062 139,201 



72 



er|c 



New York 



EQUIPMENT AND REMODELING 



TABLE 1.— Projects Approeed 



Subject 


Number 


Cost 


Rooms 

rfmodtltd 


Science: 

1963-64 


656 


$5,052,693 


33 


1959-64 


3,494 


23,909,094 


799 


Mathematics: 

1963-64 


443 


581,611 


0 


1959-64 


2,241 


2,771,662 


11 


Modem foreign languages: 
1963-64 


441 


1,135,399 


6 


1959-64 


2,409 


7,412,429 


90 


Level: 

Elementary: 

190<-64 


113 


95,362 


0 


1959-64 


647 


427,149 


9 


Secondary: 

1963-64 


620 


1,005,120 


15 


1959-64 


3,629 


6,140,700 


122 


Combined: 

1963-64 


807 


5,679,231 


24 


1959-64 


3,968 


27,525,331 


769 



TABLE 2.— Expenditures, Federal, State, Local, 

1963-G4 



SubjDct 

Scicnco 

Mathematics 

Modem foreign languages. 



Amount 

$5,052,693 

681,611 

1,135,390 



Source: 

Federal*. 

State 

Local — 



3,384,839 

0 

3,384,864 



•Reported expenditures os of June 30, 1964, against fiscal year 1963 and 1964 
allotments. 



TABLE 3.— Utilization of Federal Funds 



Pwlod 

1963-64 

1959-64 



Eioondltura Allot mont 

$3,042,769 $3,641,638 

16,671,316 17,189,782 



[ 






'i 




ERIC 



STATE SUPERVISION AND ADMINISTRATION 



TABLE 4.— Subject-Matter Specialists, Full Time or 
Equivalent, 1963-64 

subject 

Science ^ 

Mathematics * 

Modem foreign language ^ 



TABLE 6.— Expenditures, 196S-64 

Sourco 

Federal 

State 



Amount 

$384,926 

386,803 



TABLE 8.— Local Educational Agencies, 1963-64 



Category 

Total 

Eligible under State plan... 
Participating — 



Average dally 
Number memberalilp 

1,103 3, aw, 000 

838 3,050,000 

656 2,937.466 



TABLE S. 

Function 



.—Regular Title III Personnel, Full Time or 
Equivalont, 1963-64 

Number 



Administrative 

Supervisory 

Related services 

Secretarial, clerical. 



TABLE 7.— Utilization of Fodoral Funds 

Ptrled Expenditure Allotment 

1963^ $384,926 $387,435 

1,59-64 1,444,519 1,684,910 



73 



North Carolina 



EQUIPMENT AND REMODELING 



TABLE 1.— Projects Approved 



Subject 


Number 


Cost 


npoim 

ramoiMDil 


Science: 

1963-04 


2,047 


$5,702,207 


27 


1959-04 




18,111,163 


150 


Mathematics: 

1903-04 


1,137 


045,443 


6 





3,004 


3,274,370 


6 


Modem foreign languages: 
1963-04 


650 


1,345,662 


1 


1959-04 


2,263 


3,578,376 


12 


Level: 

Elementary: 

1963-04 


1,352 


1,516,475 


12 


1959-04 


4,516 


5,640,576 


13 


Secondary: 

1963-04 


1,077 


2,238,527 


14 





3,489 


6,060,032 


131 


Combined: 




1,405 


4,328,310 


8 


IWQ-M 


4,397 


12.334,310 


24 



TABLE 2.— Expenditures, Federal, State, Local, 

1963-64 



Subject Amount 

Science $4,210,693 

Mathemstlcs 805, 768 

Modem foreign languages 877, 871 

Source: 

Federal* 2,797,110 

State 0 

Local 2,797,110 



*Beported expenditures as of June 30, 1964, against fiscal year 1063 and 1904 
allotments. 



TABLE 3. — Utilization of Federal Funds 

Period Expenditure Aiietment 

1903-04 $990,020 $1,528,410 

1959-04 9,839,055 10,982,022 



STATE SUPERVISION AND ADMINISTRATION 



TABLE 4. — Subject-Matter Specialists, Full Time or 
Equivalent, 1963-64 



Subject Number 

Science 3 

Mathematics 2 

Modem foreign language 3 



TABLE 5.— Roffiiar Title III Personnel, Full Time or 
Equivalent, 1963-64 

Function Number 

Administrative 3. 0 

Supervisory 8. 0 

Related services 1.6 

Secretarial, clerical 12.0 



TABLE 6.— Expenditures, 1963-64 

Source 

Federal 

SUte 



Amount 

$95,259 

95,259 



TABLE 8o— Local Educational AgencitSp 1963-64 



TABLE 7. — Utilization of Ftdtrai Funds 



PMlDd 



1W»-M 



Expenditure Aiietment 

$95,259 $100,500 

280,882 550,913 



Categery 


NuRibDr 


Avereie dally 
memberahlp 


Total 


187 


1,154,184 


Eligible under State plan 


187 


1,154,184 


Participating 


179 


1,151,609 



74 




North DalkoU 



EQUIPMENT AND REMODELING 



TABLE 1.— Projects Approved 



Subjtct 

Science: 

1063-M 



Matbomatics: 

ig63-64 

W50-64 

Modem foreign languages: 

1963-64 

1959-64 

Level: 

Elementary: 

1963-64 

1959-64 

Secondary: 

1963-64 

1959-64 

Combined: 

1963-64 

1959-64 



Numbor 

579 

1,923 

122 

323 

60 

175 



14 

36 

28 

53 

719 

2,332 



Coat 

6556,629 

2,983,454 

28,606 

60,396 

11,784 

106,911 



5,643 

12,773 

12,694 

26,143 

578,682 

3,111,845 



Rooms 

rsmofMsd 



40 

271 

1 

1 

C 

3 



0 

0 

6 

4 

41 

271 



table 2. — Expenditures, Federal, State, Local, 

19G3-G4 Amount 

SubjKt Amount 

W81.295 

28,594 

ly. 8,214 



Science 

Mathematics 

Modem foreign languages 



•Reported expenditures ao of June 30, 19C4, against fiscal year 1963 and 
1964 allotments. 



1963-64. 

1959-64. 



TABLE 3.— UtlllMtlon of Foderal Fundi 

Period Expenditure Allotment 

8245,011 

1,474,679 



8245,011 

1,559,824 



STATE SUPERVISION AND ADMINISTRATION 



TABLE 4.— Subjoct-Mattor SMCiallsts, fuli Tim* or 

Equlvalont; 1963-64 Mumb.r 

SubjMt Numbw 

Science - 

Mathematics— — — 

Modern foreign language 



.125 

.063 



TABLE 5.— Rojular TItIo III Porsonnol, Full Tim* or 
Equivalont, 1U3-64 

Function 



Number 



Administrative 

Supervisory 

Related services.... 
Secretarial, clerical.. 



0.75 

1.25 
0 

3.25 



TABLE 6.— Exptndituros, 1963-64 



Sourco 



Amount 



„ , $25,!X» 

Federal ’ 

State 



1963-64. 

19f9-64. 



TABLE 7.— Utilization of Fodoral Funds 

Eiaondlturo AHotinont 

$25,000 $25,000 

[“* 99,709 125,006 



TABLE 8.— Local Educational Agoncles, 1963-64 





Category 


Number 

660 


Avorag* dally 
immbarahla 

139,171 




iinilor nlBH 


660 


139,171 




UUllCr — 

Participating 


200 


109,312 



75 



er|c 



Ohio 



EQUIPMENT AND REMODEUNG 



TABLE 1.— Projects Approved 



Sebjact 


NHmbar 


Cost 


re model td 


Science: 


10C3-04 


lg500 


$4,680,213 


186 





7,217 


23,940,495 


1,167 


Mathomatics; 


im-ti 


838 


698,005 


11 


1059-«4 


3,808 


2,678,380 


125 


Modern foreign languages: 


1963-64 


629 


834,612 


8 


165M4 


2,774 


4,438,124 


93 


Level: 

Elementary: 


lP63-«4 


507 


444,443 


13 


1950-64 


2,379 


1,664,227 


106 


Secondary: 


1963^54 


1,191 


2,531,256 


69 


195IW54 


5,353 


13,334,285 


546 


Combined: 


1963-64 


1,269 


3,243,131 


123 


1959-64 


6,007 


16,058,403 


733 



TABLE 2.— Expenditures, Federal, State, Local, 

1963~64 



***W«et AmoHnt 

Science $0,280,200 

Mathematics 000,318 

Modem foreign languages 1,075,406 

Source: 

Federal* 4,118,037 

State 0 

X-ocal^ 4,118,037 



*Beported expenditures as of June 30, 1004, against fiscal year 1063 and 
1064 allotments. 



TABLE 3.— Utilization of Federal Funds 

ExpanOltur* Allotimnt 

13,102,247 13,135,902 

195IMI4 14,290,023 14,323,708 



STATE SUPERVISION AND ADMINISTRATION 



TABLE 4. — Subject-Matter Specialists, Full Time or 
Equivalent, 19S3-M 



NHmbMr 

Sdanoe 1 

Mathematics 1 

Modem foreign language 1 



table 5. — Regular Title III Personnel, Full Time or 
Equivalent, 1963-S4 

NHmiMr 



Administrative 1,3 

Supervisory j’o 

Belated services q 

Secretarial, derical 3, 0 



taurce 



TABLE 6.— Expenditures, 1963-64 

AtmMiit 



Federal $55,332 

5“te 59,921 



TABLE 7m — Utilization of Federal Funds 

Periad Expanditura Allatmant 

$55,332 $50,900 

223,603 800,103 



TABLE 8.— Local Educational Agencies, 1963-64 



Categary 


NHmbe^' 


Average dally 
membership 


TotaL. 




2,163,443 


Ellglbla under State plan. 


791 


2,163,443 


Fartlelpatlng 




1,998, 173 



i 



76 




Oklahoma 



ERIC 



EQUIPMENT AND REMODELING 

TABLE 1.— Projects Approved 



Rooms 



Subject 


Number 


Cost 


rtmofMtd 


Science: 

10G3-64 - 


690 


$193189706 


35 


1959-64 


3,191 


695739423 


353 


Mathematics: 

1WM4 - — 


444 


4829 472 


4 


W5M4 


1,875 


I96279349 


18 


Modem foreign languages: 
1963-64 


flA« 


25O943O 


6 


1959-64 


777 


I94O89766 


56 


Level: 

Elementary: 

1WJ3-64 


32g 


779822 


0 


1959-64 


L405 


374, 050 


6 


Secondary: 

1963-64 


0 


0 


0 


W«>-64 


262 


6769 051 


67 


Combined: 

1963-64 

1959-64 


1,006 

ilTG 


196689 795 
89558963s 


45 

364 



TABLE 2.— Expenditures, Federal, State, Local, 

1963-64 

Amount 



SubjMt 

SciODce - - $1,262(327 

Mathematics 

Modem foreign languages 270 

Source: „ 

Federal* 

State 

Locals. 981,704 



•Reported expenditures as of June 30, 1964, against fiscal year 1963 and 
1964 allotments. 



TABLE 3,— Utilization of Federal Funds 

Eapondituro Allotment 



Poriod 



1963-64. 

1959-64. 



$626,070 

4.627,688 



$761,011 

4.763,695 



STATE SUPERVISION AND ADMINISTRATION 



TABLE 4.— Subject-Matter Specialists, Full Time or 
Equivalent, 1963-64 

Subject 

0 

Science 

Mathematics ” 

Modem foreign language ^ 

TABLE 6.— Expenditures, 1963-64 

Amount 

TABLE 8.— Local Educations! Agencies, 1963-64 

Avtraxo dolly 

Cottgory Number momborahip 

Total.. 1-152 “6.057 

Eligible under SUte plan 1.162 

Participating “7 495,077 



TABLES.— Regulae Title III Personnel, Full Time or 
Equivalent, 1963-64 

Function Humber 

Superrlsory 7.0 

Related services *5 

Secretarial, clerical 6 

TABLE 7.— Utilization of Federal Funds 

Pm-ioj ifxpendituro Allotment 

10fla.i54 $60,601 $.’•1,234 

251,405 263,273 
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Orefon 



EQUIPMENT ANb REMODELING 



TABLE l^ProJects Approved 



Subject 

Science: 


Number 


Cf/ft 


Rooim 

rtitioiMtd 


1963-64 


453 


$1,167,871 


31 


1959-64 


1,932 


4,879,401 


200 


Mathomatics: 

1963-64 


194 


195,948 


2 


1959-64 


709 


790,897 


23 


Modem foreign languages: 
1963-64 


140 


309,885 


3 


W5W4 


514 


1,385,420 


57 


Level: 

Elementary: 

1963-64 


267 


327,581 


1 


1959-64 


1,141 


1,249,853 


40 


Secondary: 

1963-64 


293 


855,766 


24 


1959-64 


1,107 


3,108,107 


116 


Combined: 

1963-64 


197 


480,357 


11 


1959^14 


907 


2,697,757 


124 



TABLE 2.— Expenditures, Federal, State, Local, 

1S6S-64 



Subjwt 

Science 

Mathematics 

Modem foreign languages. 



AiiMunC 

$1,144,742 

178,324 

294,295 



Source: 

Federal*. ’88,842 



State. 



828,619 

•Reported expenditures as of June 30, 1964, against fiscal year 1963 and 1964 
allotments. 



TABLE 3.— Utilization of Federal Funds 

Ptriod Exponilltiir* AllotmonC 

1963^ $622,814 $746,092 

195JM54 3,121,741 3,246,976 



STATE SUPERVISION AND ADMINISTRATION 



TABLE 4 .— Subject-Matter Specialists, Full Time or 
Equivalent, 1963-64 Mumi-r 

SubjMt numbM- 

Science J 

Mathematics - * 

Modem foreign language ^ 



TABLE 5.— Regular Title III Personnel, Full Time or 
Equivalent, 1963-64 

Function 



Numbar 



Administrative.... 

Supervisory 

Belated services... 
Secretarial, clerical. 



TABLE 6.— Expenditures, 1963-64 



Sourco 

Federsd.. 

State.... 



Amount 

$30,692 

36,772 



TABLE T^Utllizatlon of Federal Funds 





Period 


ExpondKuro 


AIMnititt 


1963-64 




$36,692 


$36,692 


1959-64 




173,934 


204.660 



TABLE 8.— Local Educational Agencies, 1963-64 



Category 

Total 

Eligible under State plan... 
Fartlclpatlng 



Avorago dally 
Number memberehlp 

445 425,093 

445 425,093 

266 393,832 



t 



t 



7 « 



er|c 



Pennsylvania 



EQUIPMENT AND REMODELING 



TABLE i.— Projects Approved 



Rooms 

Siibjoct Niimbor Cost romodolod 

Science: 

1963-64 4.360 36,926,122 16 

1969-64 17.091 23,252,661 88 

Mathematics: 

1963-64 1.266 877,620 0 

1959-64 7,831 3,086,662 0 

Modem foreign languages: 

1963-64 986 1,008,097 0 

1959-64 8.168 7,044,322 13 

Level: 

Elementary: 

1963-64 2; 816 2,086,671 0 

1959-64 12,633 7,835,637 2 

Secondary: 

1963-64 3,797 6,725,068 16 

1959-64 18,394 25,300,147 99 

Combined: 

1963-64 0 0 0 

1959-64 63 247,963 0 



table 2.— Expenditures, Federal, State, Local, 

1963-64 



Subject Amount 

Science - $6,496,710 

Mathematics 744,874 

Modem foreign languages 1. 212, 116 

Source: 

Federal*. - — 4,226,850 

State ° 

Local...-—-—————--————-—-""-—-——-* 4,226,850 



♦Reported expenditures as of June 30, 1964, against fiscal year 1963 and 
1964 allotments. 

TABLE 3.— Utilization of Federal Funds 

Ptriod Exponiittiiro Allotment 

1963-64 $1,652,123 $2,630,863 

1959^54 12,118,347 16,967,286 



STATE SUPERVISION AND ADMINISTRATION 



TABLE 4.— Subject-Matter Specialists, Full Time or 
Equivalent, 1961-64 



Subject 



Niimbor 



Science 

Mathematics 

Modem foreign language. 



6. 15 

2. 16 

4.65 



TABLE 5.— Regular Title 119 Personnel, Full Time or 
Equivalent, 1963-64 

Pmsctlon Number 



Administrative 

Supervisory 

Related services... 
Secretarial^ clerical. 



2.4 

16.2 

3.3 

17.6 



TABLE 6. — Expenditures, 1963-64 

Sourco 

FederaL 





Amount 

$235,423 

253,608 



TABLE 7.~Utiiization of Federal Funds 



Period 

1963-64 

1959-64 



Expondituro Allotment 

$235,423 $235,423 

1,005,799 1,173,763 



TABLE 8.— Local Educational Agencier;, 1963-64 



Category 


Niimbor 


Avorago dally 
mombonhip 


Total 


C53 


2,041,162 


Eligible under State plan 


053 


2,041,162 


Fartlclpotlng — 


776 


2,030,020 



Rhode Island 



EQUIPMENT AND REMODELING 



TABLE lo— Projects Approved 

Koomt 



Subject 


Number 


Cost 


rtmodtieil 


Science: 








19W-64 


124 


$391,634 


0 


1959-64 


480 


1,627,730 


27 


Mathematics: 








1963-64 


73 


69,090 


4 


1959-64 


184 


176,551 


4 


Modem foreign languages: 








1963-64 


48 


81,275 


0 


1969-64 


154 


391,779 


1 


Level: 








Elementary: 








19C6-64 


93 


117,039 


0 


1969-64 


300 


628,027 


10 


Secondary: 








1963-64 


162 


414,960 


4 


1959-64 


408 


1,670,033 


18 


Combined: 








1956-64 


0 




0 


1959-64 


0 







TABLE 2.—ExpendItures, Federal, State, Local, 

1963-64 



(jubjMt Amount 

Science— ———————————————————— $246,663 

Mathematics - 36,421 

Modem foreign languages 105,780 

Source: 

Federal*. 1M.432 

State.. 0 

LocaL 1M,432 



*Reported expenditures u of June 30, 1964, against fiscal year 1003 and 
1064 rdlotments. 



TABLE 3.— Utilization of Federal Funds 

Period Expenditure Allot ment 

1963^ $13,772 $94,428 

1959-64 741,074 1,018,380 



STATE SUPERVISION AND ADMINISTRATION 



TABLE 4.— Subject-Matter Specialists, Full TInM or 
Equivalent, 1963-64 

Subject Number 

Science 1 

Mathematics 1 

Modem foreign language 1 



TABLE 5.— Regular Title III Personnel, Full Time or 
Equivalent, 1963-64 



Function Number 

Admlnlstratlre 0.6 

Supervisory. 3.0 

Related servloes 0 

SecKtarlal, clerical - 2. 0 



TABLE 6.—- Expenditures, 1963-64 



TABLE 7^UtIlizatIon of Fedeiral Funds 



Source 

FederaL. 

State.... 



Amount 

$26,000 

26,432 



Period 

1963-64 

1959-64 



Expenditure Allotment 

$26,000 $26,000 

99,076 126,000 



TABLE S.— Local Educational Agencies, 1963-64 



Categery 


Number 


Averactdilfy 

memliership 


Total — 


42 


134,128 


Eligible under State plan 


42 


134,128 


Participating 


31 


122,825 
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South Carolina 



EQUIPMENT AND REMODELING 



TABLE 1.— Projectt Approved 



Subjoct 


Number 


Coat 


Rooms 

rtmoiMtd 


Science: 

1063-64 


2,087 


$1,347,261 


29 


195 ^ 


8,671 


6,771,027 


209 


Mathematics: 

1963-64 


870 


208,328 


0 


1950-64 


3,141 


760,327 


30 


Modem foreign languages: 
1963-64 


438 


140,316 


3 


1969-64 


1,648 


691,093 


16 


Level: 

ElementAry: 

1963-^ 


1,724 


693,186 


2 


1969-«4 


6,620 


2,748,207 


no 


Secondary: 

1963-64 


1,671 


1,002,719 


30 


1969-64 


8,740 


4,374,240 


151 


Combined: 

19W-64 


0 


0 


0 


195«4 






0 



TABLE 2.— Expenditures, Federal, State, Local, 

1963-64 



SubjKt Amount 

Science..— 

Mathematics 208,329 

Modem foreign languages.^ 140,316 

Source: 

Federal*.........-... 847,949 

State 64,362 

LocaL 783,694 



•Reported expenditures as of June 30, 1964, against fiscal year 1963 aUot- 
ment only. 



TABLE 3.— Utilization of Federal Funds 

Parlod EipendKuro Allotment 

1963-64 — - 0 $207,000 

ig69-64 $3,651,310 6,661,876 



STATE SUPERVISION AND ADMINISTRATION 



TABLE 4.— Subject-Matter Specialists, Full Timt» or 
Equivalent, 1963-64 

Subject Number 

Science ^ 

Mathematics 1 

Modem foreign language 1 



TABLE 6.— Expenditures, 1963-64 

Source 

FederaL 

SUM 



Amount 

♦66,271 

63,004 



TABLE 8.— Local Educational Agencies, 1963-64 



Category 


Number 


Average dally 
memberahlp 


Total.. 


109 


646,848 


Eligible under State plan 


107 


642,206 


Fartlcipating 


107 


642,206 



TABLE 5.— Regular Title III Personnel, Full Time or 
Equivalent, 1963-M 



$^unctlon 



Number 



Administrative 

Supervisory 

Related services 

Secretarial, clericaL. 



TABLE 7.— Utilization of Federal Funds 



Period 

1963-64 

1959-64 



Expenditure Allotment 

$66,271 $68,369 

290,921 316,042 
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South Dakota 



EQUIPMENT AND REMODELING 



TABLE 1.— Projects Approved 

RMim 



Subject 


Number 


Cost 


rtrrmdtltd 


Science: 


1963-64 


242 


$185,911 


5 





1,5^ 


2,165,747 


159 


Mathematics: 


1063-(J4 


93 


42,191 


2 


1959-64 


607 


293,681 


19 


Modem foreign languages: 





31 


7,941 


0 


1950^ 


271 


327,006 


8 


Level: 

Elementary: 





223 


41,293 


0 


1959-64 


977 


401,353 


11 


Secondary: 


1963-M 


127 


140,957 


7 





1,35C 


2,007,815 


107 


Combined: 





16 


63,793 


0 


1MM4 


113 


307,266 


8 



TABLE 2.— Expenditures, Federal, State, Local, 

1963-64 



Subjtct Amount 

Science.... ......................... ...................... $389,030 

Mathematics 65,018 

Modem foreign languages 56, 370 

Source: 

Federal* - 220,320 

State 6 

Local.. - --- — - 230,098 



•Reported expenditures as of June 30, 1964, against fiscal year 1963 allot' 
ment only. 



TABLE 3.— Utilization off Federal Furds 

Ptriod EipondKuro Allot mont 

1963-64 0 $67,740 

1959-64 $1,114,716 1,416,772 



STATE SUPERVISION AND ADMINISTRATION 



TABLE 4.— Subject-Matter Specialists, Full Time or 



Equivalent, 1963-64 

SubjKt Humbor 

Science 6'375 

Mathematics - • 375 

Modem foreign language 0 

TABLE 6.— Expenditures, 1963-64 

Sourto Amount 

FederaL 315,215 

State 15|216 



TABLE 8.— Local Educational Agencies, 1963-64 



Category 

TottL 

Eligible under State plan... 
Participating 



Averagt dally 
Number memberthip 

2,013 158,693 

1,935 157,622 

212 Not atallable 



TABLE 5.— Regular Title III Personnel, Full Time or 
Equivalent, 1963-64 



Function Humbor 

Administrative 1*33 

Supervisory •7® 



Related services... 
Secretarial, clerical. 



TABLE 7.— Utilization off Federal Funds 

Period Expondituro Allotment 

1063-64 $15,216 $16,000 

1959-64 66,298 116,000 



82 



er|c 



Tennessee 



EQUIPMENT AND REMODELING 



o 

ERIC 



TABLE 1.— Projects Approved 



TABLE 2.— Expenditures, Federal, State, Local, 

19S3-S4 



SHbJact 


NHmbar 


Cost 


remadalad 


SHbJact 


Amount 

$1,323,978 


oC 16 uC 0 * 

1QA.^A1 _ 


.. 178 


6L 624, 507 


13 




254,802 


IQUl-Al 


830 


7,357,265 

354,031 

1,049,814 


73 




225,130 


Mathematics: 


84 


0 


^VJLVVIvaU • mmrnmmmmmmmmm 

Source: 


901,955 


sftgn gj 


312 


0 




0 










901,955 


MOucm loreigu longuages* 
1063-^4 


73 


4CJ*,S30 


0 


nn a t\A k A oaTm aF AhmaI TTAcaf* * 


IQA!lnUnfm«nt 


WWWJ4 


200 


1,623,200 


5 


•Kcporica oxponaiiures as oi june ou, iwi, novo* j v«a — 


Level: 

Elementary: 

1063-64 


63 


230,885 


0 


only. 




1050-64 


185 


571,853 


2 






Secondary* 

1063-64 — 


65 


523,636 


6 


TABLE 3.~Utlllzatlon of Federal Funds 


1050-64 


116 


733,163 


7 


p^flod EiptndifiirG 

1963-64 ° 

105M4 $4,176,614 


Allotnitnt 


Combined: 

1963-64 

1959-64 


1 1 1 

1 1 I 


1,604,747 

8,725,261 


7 

60 


G 

$6,085,615 



STATE SUPERVISION AND ADMINISTRATION 



TABLE 4.— Subject-Matter Specialists, Full Time or 
Equivalent, 19&V64 

SubjMt Humhtr 

Science 

Mathematics *•” 

Modem foreign language 

TABLE 6.— Expenditures, i963-64 

AmoHnt 

Federal 

State 

TABLE 8.— Local Educational Agencies, 1963-64 

Averax* dally 

C at a g ary HMinbaf manioaiahlp 

iTotal„ IM 849,842 

Eligible under State plan 1S4 849,842 

Participating.. I*® 738,482 



TABLE 5.— Regular Title III Personnel, Full Time or 
Equivalent, 1963-64 

FHnctlan HMinbar 

® 

Supervisory 

Related services J 

Secretarial, clerical 

TABLE 7.— Utilixatlon of Federal Funds 

PM^Iod Expanditlira Allotmant 

1063.A4 153,983 163,699 

I95S4:;:;:"".:.; 396,297 
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Texas 



EQUIPMENT AND REMODELING 

TABLE 1. — Projects Approved 



Subject 


Numbr/ 


Cost 


Rooms 

romofMoil 


Science: 

1963-64 


684 


$4,288,816 


163 


1959-64 


4,415 


22,302,051 


1,475 


Mathematics: 

1063-64 


346 


368,510 


0 


1050-64 


2,063 


1,771,847 


34 


Modem foreign languages: 
1963-64 


280 


888,256 


3 


1959-64 


1,147 


4,220,383 


85 


Level: 

Elementary: 

1063-64 


79 


33,702 


0 


1059-64 


2,140 


3,234,660 


554 


Secondary: 

1963-(.4 


600 


1,447,422 


13 


1059-64 


4,241 


16,640,760 


802 


Coml'''ed: 

1963-64 


631 


4,064,458 


153 


1059-64 


1,235 


8,500,748 


238 



TABLE 2.— 'Expenditures, Federal, State, Local, 

196S-64 

SubjMt Amount 

Science $3,663,281 

Mathematics 354, JM3 

Modem foreign languages 695,796 

Source: 

Federal* 2,307,010 

State 0 

LocaL 2,307,010 

*Beported expenditures as of June 30, 1964, against fiscal year 1963 allot- 
ment only. 



TABLE 3.— Utliixatlon of Federal Funds 

PorioS 



1963-64. 

1959-64. 



Rxponeituro 

0 

$10,326,501 



Alfotmont 

$206,522 

16,560,186 



STATE SUPERVISION AND ADMINISTRATION 



TABLE 4. — Subject-Matter Specialists, Full Time or 
Equivalent, 1963-64 



Subject Number 

Sdenoe 6 

Mathematics 2 

Modem foreign language - 3 



TABLE 5.— Regular Title III Personnel, Full Time or 
Equivalent, 1963-64 



Function Number 

Administrative 0.666 

Supervisory 11.6 

Belated services 1 

Secretarial, clerlcaL 6.6 



TABLE 6.— Expenditures, 1963-64 



TABLE T^Utiiization of Federal Funds 



Source Amount Ferkni 

Federal $180,386 1963-64 

State 183,184 1959-64 



ExsenOlturo Allotment 

$180,380 1205,125 

458,906 1,094,060 



TABLE 8.— Local Educational Agencies, 1963-64 



Catesery 

Total 

Eligible under State plan... 
Participating 



Average Sally 
Number memSershlF 

1,435 2,167,797 

1,344 2,109,006 

703 1,865,465 



V 
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Utah 



EQUIPMENT AND REMODELING 



TABLE 1.— Projects Approved 

Room 

SubjKt Numbtr Cost rtmoMtd 



Science: 

1963-64 

1959-64 

Mathematics: 

1963^54 

1959-64 

Modem forelsn languages: 

1963-64 

1959^54 

Level: 

Elementary: 

1963-64 

1959-64 

Secondary: 

1963-64 

1959^14 

Combined: 

1963-64 

1959-64 



622 


$874,386 


29 


2,033 


2,797,350 


96 


228 


68,496 


0 


1,307 


304,423 


3 


138 


135,749 


72 


760 


512,618 


87 


520 


313,421 


74 


2,950 


1,007,295 


82 


465 


742,563 


27 


2,045 


2,581,950 


104 


3 


22,647 


0 


5 


25,147 


0 



TABLE 2.— Expenditures, Federal, State, Local, 

1963-64 



Subject 

Science 

Msthematics 

Modem foreisa langutges. 



Amount 

mo4i 

155,686 

101,121 



Source: 

Federal^, 

State.... 

Local.... 



617,424 

8,302 

600,032 



■Reported expenditures as of June 30, 1064, against fiscal year 1063 and 



1064 allotments. 



TABLE 3.— Utilization of Federal Funds 

Ptrlod Expcndltur* Allotment 

1260,638 $366,614 

1959-64!. I"..! 1,517,649 2,188,644 



STATE SUPERVISION AND ADMINISTRATION 



TABLE 4.— Subject-Matter Specialists, Full Time or 
Equivalent, 1963^64 

SubjMt Number 

^ 

Mathematics.. ^ 

Modem foreign language ^ 



TABLE 6.— Expenditures, 1963-64 

Sourco 

FederaL.. — 





Amount 

$26,084 

26,084 



table 8. — Local Educational Agencies, 1963-64 

Averogtiolly 

C ot o g ofy NumbMT momBonhly 

40 268,174 

Eligible under State plan. 40 268,174 

Partidpatlng 37 227, 128 



TABLE 5.— Regular Titia III Ptrsonnei, Full Tima or 
Equivalent, 1963-64 

Functlan Humbw 

Administrative 

Supervisory * 

Related sei^oes ® 

Secretarial, clerical ^ 

TABLE 7.— Utilization of Ftderal Funds 

Ptrlod Expenditura Alletment 

1963-64 $26,064 $31,430 

119,671 135,050 
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EQUIPMENT AND REMODELING 



Vtrmont 



TABLE 1. — Projects Approved 



Subject 


Number 


Cost 


nwwiini 

rtrnodsltd 


Science: 


1963-64 


151 


$147,555 


4 


1959-64 


1,159 


1,070,124 


72 


Mathematics: 


1963-64 


42 


10,562 


0 


1959-64 


392 


5S<,808 


0 


Modem foreign languages: 


1963-64 


41 


84,353 


0 


1959-64 


374 


246,850 


14 


Level: 

Elementary: 


1963-64 


127 


34,299 


3 


1959-64 


939 


321,337 


18 


Secondary: 


1963-64 


107 


208,171 


1 


1959-64 


986 


1,049.446 


68 


Combined: 


1963-64 


0 


0 


0 


1959-64 


0 


0 


0 



TABLE 2.-— Expenditures, Federal, State, Local, 

1963-64 



Subjtct Amount 

Science $324,377 

Matlicmstics 879 

Modern foreign languages 105, 344 

Source: 

Federal* 221,798 

State 0 

LocaL 221,803 



*Reported expenditures as of June A), 1964, against fiscal year 1903 and 
1964 allotments. 



TABLE 3. — Utilization of Federal Funds 

Parted ExpondKtirt AHotmont 

1963-64 $93,892 $123,974 

1959-64 691,957 782,710 



STATE SUPERVISION AND ADMINISTRATION 



TABLE 4, — Subject-Matter Specialists, Full TInie or 
Equivalent, 1963-64 



Numbar 

Science.. 0.5 

Mathematics .5 

Modem foreign language..... 1,0 



TABLE 6. — Expenditures, 1963-64 

Amount 

$12,867 

Stata 12,867 



TABLE 8.— Local Educational Afencles, 1963-64 



TABLE 5. — Resular Title III Personnel, Full Time or 
Equivalent, 1963-64 



Function Number • 

Administrative 2 

Supcrviiory 2 

Related services 0 

Secretarial, clerlcaL 1 



TABLE 7.— Utilization of Federal Funds 



Period 



Expenditure Allotment 



1963-64 $12,867 $15,500 

1959-64 62,262 115,500 



Categery 


Numbsr 


Average dally 
memberahip 


« 


TotaL 




79,473 




Eliflbls under Stata plan _ . 


257 


79,473 




Participating 




60,996 
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Virginia 



EQUIPMENT AND REMODELING 



er|c 



TABLE 1 .— Prelects Approved 



Subjoct 



Comtined: 

1063 ^.. 

ig5W4-. 



Numbor 



Cost 



Rooms 

rtmodslod 



TABLE 2,— Expenditures, Federal, State, Local, 

1963-64 

Amount 

$1,468,164 



Subjoct 

Scienco- 



1963-64 


735 
3 562 


$1,405,237 

8,296,663 


0 

0 


Mathematics 


— — 

Mathematics: 

V til 


287 


167,306 


0 


Source. 


S AcrLJLI 


1,491 


761,078 


0 


State * ^25,000 


IVov^-— 

Modem foreign languages: 

1963-64 

1959-64 

Level: 

Elementary: 

1963-64 



Secondary: 

1963-64 

19W-64 


247 

1,240 

333 

1,345 

930 

4,95i; 


363,390 

2,102,343 

626,306 

2,656,707 

1,200,629 

8,603,278 


0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 


Loci:::;;;: 

•Reported expenditures as of June 30, 1964, against fiscal year 1963 allot- 
ment only. 

TABLE 3.— Utilisation of Federal Funds 

Expenditure Allotment 



0 

0 






STATE SUPERVISION AND ADMINISTRATION 



TABLE 4.— Subject-Matter Specialists, Full Time or 
Epuivalent, 1963-64 

Subjoct 



Science. 

M*them»t!ci 

Modem loreicn lanruce. . 



TABLE 6.— Expenditures, 1963-64 



Source 



4.25 

4.10 

1.38 



Amount 



$10,893 





TABLE !• — Local Educational Agencies, 1963-64 

Mially 
iborchla 



Category 

TotaL 

Eligible under State plan.. 
Participating 



Avorai 
Number memi 

130 805,730 

■ 129 895,730 

121 842,901 



TABLES.— Regular Title III Personnel, Full Time or 
Equivalent, 1963-64 

Number 

Function 



Supervisory 

Related services 

Secretarial, clerical 



0.95 

0.73 

0 

0 



TABLE 7.— Utir'ixatlon of Federal Funds 

Forloa 



1063-64. 

1959-64. 



Expenaituro 

$10,893 

76,862 



Allotment 

$16,910 

378.549 
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Washington 



EQUIPMENT AND REMODELING 



f 



TABLE 1.— Projtcts Approvtd 



Subject 


Number 


Cect 


ItDoim 

rtnioaoiea 


Science: 

1963-64 


511 


$1,643,651 


60 


1959-64 


2,268 


6,760,657 


223 


Mathematics: 

1963-64 


219 


243,771 


0 


WW-04 


g70 


1,120,120 


71 


Modem forelKU languages: 
1963-64 


1S5 


606,312 


24 


W50-M 


wc 


2,768,239 


407 


Level: 

Elementary: 




304 


W2,650 


74 


1959-64 


1,583 


3,459,835 


476 


Secondary: 

1963-64 


5M 


1,607,892 


10 


igfig-64 


2,40S 


6,862,990 


114 


Combined: 

1963-64 


12 


53,192 


0 


1MM4 


163 


326,063 


201 



TABLE 2.— Expenditures, Federai, State, Locai, 

196J-G4 



SubjMt AiwMint 

Science $1,808,229 

255, M4 

Modem foreign languejes 597,883 

Source: 

Fedenl*.^.. - - - 1,829,678 

SUte ° 

Local.. .... ...... ................ — 1,309.578 



•Reported expenditures »s of June 30, 1964, egelnst flscel year 1963 and 
1904 allotments. 



TABLE 3.— Utiiixation of Federai Funds 

ParlMl Eipendltur* Altotment 

8946,006 11,121,467 

1959^4 4,603,689 4,780,140 



STATE SUPERVISION AND ADMINISTRATION 



TABLE 4.— Subject-Matter Speciaiists, Fuii Time or 
Equivaient, 19S3-M 

Subject Number 

Sdence ^ 

Mathematics 1 

Modem forelcn lanpiage t 



TABLE 5.— Reguiar Titie III Personnel, Fuii Time or 
Equivaient, 1963-C4 



Functlen Number 

Admlnlstratlre < 

Superrlsory 3 

Related lerrlces 4.36 

Secretarial, clerical C* 8 



TABLE 9.— Expenditures, 1963-S4 

SetMxe Ameunt 

Federal.- 183,697 

State 83,697 



TABLE t.— Locai Educational Agencies, 1963-94 



TABLE 7.— Utiiixation of Federai Funds 

Peried Expenditure Alletment 

1963^4 »3,697 $83,764 

1959-64 206,063 338,629 







Average dally 


Categery 


Number 


memberahlii 


Total 


433 


646.651 


Eligible under State plan 


433 


646,651 


Participating 


218 


627,116 
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West Virginia 



EQUIPMENT AND REMODELING 



TABLE 1.— Projects Approved 



Subject 


Numbor 


Cost 


Roomt 

rtmoiMoii 


Science: 

1963-64 


1,142 


$1,311,166 


8 


1969-64- — 


3,091 


5,850,244 


387 


Mathematics: 

1963-64 


407 


228,642 


1 


1969-64 


1,234 


1,109,328 


11 


Mcdcm foreign languages: 
1963-64 


206 


182,557 


9 


1959-61 


625 


732,459 


66 


Level: 








Elementary: 

1963-64 


710 


594,334 


1 


1959-64 


2,008 


2,402,931 


34 


Secondary: 

1963-64 - 


1,045 


1,128,031 


17 


1959-64 

Combined: 


2,914 


5,133,821 


422 


1963-64 


0 


0 


0 


1959-64 


28 


155,279 


8 



TABLE 2.— Expenditures, Federal, State, Local, 

1963-64 



SwbjMt 

Science 

Mathematics 

Modem foreign languages. 



Amount 

228,642 

182,657 



Source: 

Federal* 

State.... 

Local.... 



861,183 

0 

861,182 



♦Reported expenditures as of June 30, 1964, against fiscal year 1963 and 1964 
allotments. 



TABLE 3.— Utilization of Federal Funds 





I^orlod 


Expondituro 


Allotment 


1963-64 




$131,175 


$184,634 


1959-64 




3,934,937 


4,228,206 



STATE SUPERVISION AND ADMINISTRATION 



table 4.— Subject-Watter Specialists, Full Time or 
Equivalent, 1963-64 

Subject 

Science J 

Mathematics * 

Modern foreign language ^ 



TABLE 6.— Expenditures, 1963-64 

Source 



State 



Amount 

S53.663 

63,663 



table 8. — Local Educational Agencies, 1963-64 



Catosory 

Total 

Eligible under State plan.. 
Farticlpiiling 



Avoram dotty 
Number momberahip 



55 


442,239 


55 


442,239 


55 


i42,239 



TABLE 5.— Regular Title III Personnel, Full Time or 
Equivalent, 1963-64 

Function Number 

Administrative - ® 

Supervisory — ® 

Related services - ® 

Secretarial, clerical ^ 



TABLE 7.— Utilization of Federal Funds 





Porlod 


ExptndKure 


Allotment 


1963-64 




$53,663 


$53,668 


1959-64 




240,429 


251,960 
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Wisconsin 



EQUIPMENT AND REMODELING 



TABLE 1.— Projects Approved 

Rooms 



Subject 


Number 


Cost 


romodsltd 


Science: 


1Q63>64 


416 


$3,708,635 


55 





2,484 


12,117,309 


200 


Mathematics: 


igea-64 


295 


389,728 


0 


1959-64 


1,445 


946,891 


4 


Modem foreign languages: 


ig63-(J4 


247 


822,747 


10 





993 


2,664,767 


56 


Level: 

Elementary: 





102 


125,800 


1 





734 


481,223 


9 


Secondary: 





83 


258,522 


10 


W5WW 


652 


1,290,856 


34 


Combined: 


1963-M 


773 


4,536,788 


64 


W59-64 


3,636 


13,856,888 


217 



TABLE 2. — Expenditures, Federai, State, Locai, 

1963-64 



SMbJact Anwunt 

Science $3,357,832 

Mathematics 333,608 

Modem foreign languogcs 081 

Source: 

Federal* 2,164,276 

State 0 

LocaL 2,283,316 



•Reported expenditures u of June 30, 1864, against fiscal year 1863 and 
1864 allotments. 



TABLE 3.— IKiiization off Federal Funds 

Parlod ExptndKurt Allotment 

1863-64 $1,625,689 $1,625,689 

1958-64 7,261,244 7,396,681 



STATE SUPERVISION AND ADMINISTRATION 



TABLE 4.— Subject-Matter Specialists, Full Time or 
Equivalent, 196^M 

Subject Humber 

Science 1 

Mathematics 1 

Modem foreign language 1 



TABLE 6.— Expenditures, 1963-64 

Source 

Federal 

State 



Amount 

$39,588 

39,588 



TABLE 8.— Locai Educational Agencies, 1963-64 







Avorags dally 


Category 


Number 


immborship 


TotaL 


695 


799,560 


Eligible under State plan 


695 


799,560 


Participating. 


422 


671,541 



TABLE 5.— Regular Title ill Personnel, Full Time or 
Equivalent, 1963-64 



Function Number 

Administrative !• 5 

Supervisory - 4. 0 

Belated services 0 

Secretarial, clerical 3.4 



TABLE 7.— Utiiixation off Federal Funds 



Period 



Expenditure Allotment 



1963-64 $39,688 $46,579 

1959-64 167,064 397,978 
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Wyoming 



EQUIPMENT AND REMODELING 



r 



A 



TABLE 1.— Projects Approved 



Rooms 

SubjMt Numbor Cost romodolod 

Science: 

196J-64 0 0 0 

1950-64.— —————— 105.620 2 

Mathematics: 

1963-64 0 0 0 

1950.64 ^210 0 

Modem foreign languages: 

1963-64 ° ° 2 

1950.64 W 77,456 3 

Level: 

Elementary: 

1963-64 0 0 0 

1050-64 U 17,759 0 

Secondary: 

1963-64 0 0 0 

1969-64... - 32 169,627 6 

Combined: 

1963-64 0 0 0 

1960^4... 0 0 0 



TABLE 2.— Expenditures, Federal, State, Local, 

1963-64 



SubjMt 

Science 

Mathematics 

Modem foreign languages.. 
Source: 

Federal 

State 

Local 



Amount 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 



TABLE 3.— Utilization of Federal Funds 

PtrlofI Expondlturo Allotimnt 

1963-64 3 3 

ig5fr.«4* 1234,641 $619,861 

♦State did not participate In fiscal years 1962, 1963, and 1964. 



STATE SUPERVISION AND ADMINISTRATION 






TABLE 4 
Subject 



.—Subject-Matter Specialists, Full Time or 
Equivalent, 1963-64 

Number 



Science 

Mathematics 

Modem foreign language. 



TABLE 6.— Expenditures, 1963-64 

Sourco 

Federal 

State 



Amount 

0 

0 



table 8. — Local Educational Agencies, 1963-64 

Average dally 

Category Number memberahlp 



Eligible under State plan. 
Participating — 



TABLE 5,— Regular Title !!l Personnel, Full Time or 
Equivalent, 1963-64 



Function 



Number 



Administrative 

Supervisory 

Belated services 

Secretarial, clerical 



TABLE 7.— Utilization of Federal Funds 

Parlod ExpendKuro Allotment 

1963-64 3 0 

jg5^)_64 $28,163 $100,000 
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ERJC 



Canal Zona 



EQUIPMENT AND REMODELING 



TABLE 1.- 

Subject 


-Projects Approved 
Number Coet 


Rooms 

romoOdoO 


Science: 


1903-04 


0 


0 


0 


1959-64 


0 


0 


0 


Mathomatics: 


ig63-64 


0 


0 


0 


195g-64 


0 


0 


0 


Modem foreign languages: 


1963-64 


0 


0 


0 


1959-64 


0 


0 


0 


Level: 

Elementary: 


1963-64 


0 


0 


0 


1959-64 


0 


0 


0 


Secondary: 


1963-64 


0 


0 


0 


196WI4 


0 


0 


0 


Combined: 


1963-64 


0 


0 


0 


1959-64 


0 


0 


0 



TABLE 2.— Expenditures. Federal, State, Local, 

1963-64 



tubjMt 

Science 

Msthematics 

Modem foreign languages 

Source: 

Federal — 

State 

Local- 



Amount 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 



19^4 



TABLE 3.— Utilixation of Federal Funds 

Period Ex|MndKuro Alfotimfit 

0 0 

0 | 2«,000 



STATE SUPERVISION AND ADMINISTRATION 



TABLE 4.— Subject-Matter Specialists, Full Time or 
Equivalent, 1963-64 



Subject Number 

Science 0 

Mathematics 0 

Modem torelpi language 0 



TABLE 6r— Expenditures, 1963-64 

Sourco Amount 



Federal 0 

State 0 



TABLE 8.— Local Educational Agencies, 1963-64 

Average dally 

Category Number memberehlp 

Totals 0 g 

Eligible under State plan. 0 1 

Participating 0 (i 



TABLE 5. — Regular Title III Personnel, Full Time or 
Equivalent, 1963-64 

Function Number 



AdministratiTe 0 

Supervisory 0 

Related services 0 

Secretarial^ clerical 0 



TABLE 7. — Utilization of Ftderal Funds 



ForM 

156WU 

195Cr^4 



CxiMntfIturo Allotment 

0 0 

0 $44,000 
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Guam 



EQUIPMENT AND REMODELING 



1 






TABLE Ir—Projects Approved 



Subject 


Hv- tr 


Cost 


Jflooim 

ronio^Sed 


Science: 

1663-64 


2 


$23p881 


0 





14 


108,067 


3 


Mathematics: 

1963-64 


2 


9,676 


0 


1959-64 


9 


39,410 


0 


Modem foreign languages: 
:063-64 


1 


8,387 


2 


1969-64 


10 


37,128 


5 


Level: 

Elementary: 

1963-64 


0 


0 


0 





0 


0 


0 


Secondary: 

1963-64 


1 


8,387 


2 


1959-64 


0 


31,198 


6 


Combined: 

1963-64 


4 


33,467 


0 


1959-64 


24 


213,407 


3 



TABLE 2<— Expenditures, Federal, SUte, Local, 

1963-6i 



Aimunt 

Science.——.—.—————— — — — $23,831 

Mathematics 

Modem foreign languages... 8, 388 

Source: 

Federal*.. 20,».i.3 

State 

LocaL 10,481 



•Reported expenditures as of J»me 30, 1964, against fiscal year 1963 allotment 
only. 



TABLE 3.— Utilization off Federal Funds 





Ferlod 


Exptnditiirt 


Allot mtnt 


1963-64 




0 


0 


1969-64 




$121,782 


$246,000 



STATE SUPERVISION AND ADMINISTRATION 



A 






TABLE 4.— Subject-Matter Specialists, Full Time or 



Equivalent, 1963-64 

SubjMt Number 

Science ® 

Mathematics 0 

Modem foreign language 0 

TABLE 6.— Expenditures, 1963-64 

Sturt* Amtunt 

FederaL 

SUte 



TABLE 8.— Local Educational Agencies, 1963-64 



TABLE 5.— Regular Title III Personnel, Full Time or 
Equivalent, 1963-64 

Funetton Number 

Administrative 0 . 6 

Supervisory 1*® 

Related services - 0 

Secretarial, clerical — ® 

TABLE 7.— Utilization off Federal Funds 

Ftrlod Ex|Mndlturt Allttmtnt 

1963-64 W.W* «,603 

1959-64 23,107 49,603 



Category 

Total 

Eligible under State plan. . 
Participating — 



Avtragtfially 
Number memborahlp 

1 15,234 

1 16,234 

1 16,234 



* 



4 

7S9-643— 66 7 



ERJC 



Puerto Rico 



EQUIPMENT AND REMODELING 



TABLE Xo-Projects Approved 

Roomf 



Subject 


Number 


Cost 




Science: 

19C3-W — — . 


1,641 


$704,946 


13 


195M4 


3,780 


2,689,395 


63 


Mathematics: 

1063-64 


572 


98,145 


0 


ia>^C4U - 


1,389 


339,176 


0 


Modem foreign languages: 


25 


28,645 


0 




10!i0-d4 


35 


64,268 


2 


Level: 

Elementary: 

1063-64 


235 


192,395 


0 


1959-64 — 


1,142 


966,813 


0 


Secondary: 

1963-64 .......... 


i,935 


621,104 


13 


1959-M - 


3,917 


2,093,629 


65 


Combined: 

1903-64 


63 


18,237 


0 


1959-64 


145 


32,396 


0 



TABLE 2.— Expenditures, Federai, State, Locai, 

1963-64 



Subject 

Science 

Mathematics 

Modem foreign languages. 



Amount 

$7i»,605 

07,241 

28,680 



Source: 
Federal*. 
State.... 
Local 



416,311 

412,488 

2,828 



*Reported expenditures as of June 30, 1004, against fiscal year 1063 allotment 



only. 



19C3-64 

1959-64 



TABLE 3.— Utiiization of Federal Funds 

Parloil CxptndKuro Allotmont 

0 0 

$1,670,478 $3,800,008 



t 






STA. . SUPERVISION AND ADMINISTRATION 



TABLE 4.— Subject-Matter Specialists, Full Time or 
Equivalent, 1963-64 

subject 

Science ° 

Mathematics.. . 

Modem foreign language 



.6 



TABLE 6.— Expenditures, 1963-64 

Source 

Federal.. 

State 



Amount 

$50,407 

76,206 



TABLE 8.— Locai Educational Agencies, 1963-64 



Cotegery 

TotaL 

Eligible under State plan... 
Participating 



Average dolly 
Number membership 

1 600,406 

1 600,406 

1 600,406 



TABLE 5 

Function 



.—Regular Title III Personnel, Full Time or 
Equivalent, 1983-64 

Number 



Administrative — 

Supervisory 

Related services — 
Secretarial, clerical. 



TABLE 7.— Utiiization of Federai Funds 

PM-lod Expenditure Allotment 

1063-64 $50,407 

1060-64 170,860 173,407 



%- 



i 



94 




virgin islandt 



EQUIPMENT AND REMODELING 



€ 



A 



TABLE 1.— Project! Approved 



Subject 


Number 


C«at 


Raamt 

rtmodaM 


Science: 

1963-64 


2 


$8,390 


X 


1969-64 


18 


05,146 


1 


Mathematics: 

1963-64 


2 


6,560 


0 


1050-64 


13 


20,636 


0 


Modem foreign languages: 
1963-64 


1 


1,451 


0 


1050-04 


11 


36,510 


0 


Level: 

Klementary: 

1963-64 


2 


9,431 


0 


1969^14 


11 


55,004 


0 


Secondary: 

1963-64 


3 


6.982 


1 


1959-64 


30 


97,149 


1 


Combined: 

1963-64 


0 


0 


0 


1050^4 


1 


49 


0 



TABLE 2.~'Expondltures, Federal, State, Local, 

1963-S4 



Subteet ARMunt 



Mkthenutlcs — — — — — 

Modem foreign languages 



Sooroe: 

Federal* — 

Stete 

Local 



10, W 
10,886 
0 



•Reported expenditures as of June 30, 1964, against fiscal year 1963 allot- 
ment only. 



1963-64. 

1969-64. 



TABLE 3.— Utilization off Federal Funds 

Period Expmdltura Allotment 

0 0 

176,057 $245,00 



STATE SUPERVISION AND ADMINISTRATION 



TABLE 4.— Subject-Matter Specialists, Full Time or 
Equivalent, 1H3-^ 

Subject Number 

Science ^ 

Matbematloi \ 

Modem foreign language * 



TABLE 5.— Regular Title III Personnel, Full Time or 
Equivalent, 1MS-S4 

Functien Humh^ 

Administrative ® 

Supervisory * 

Related eervioes ® 

Secretarial, clerical ® 



TABLE Expenditures, 1963-64 

Source 



Federal 

SUte 



Amount 

$10,000 

12,645 



TABLE t.— Local Educational Agencies, 1963-64 



TABLE 7.— Utilization off Federal Funds 

Period Zxpendituro Allotment 

1963-64 $10,000 $10,000 

1Q6Q-Q4..— —————————————— 42,610 M,000 



CalDftry 

Total 

Kligiblo under State plan— 
Fartlclpatlnf 



Numbar 

1 

1 

1 



AvaramMly 

mambmhlp 

5.400 

8.400 
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Loans Approved Under Title III to Nonprofit Private Schools by State: Fiscal Year 19S4 



J of 






Amount of 



School, 6y State ^ "’foon 

Total $520,780 



Oauiobi?u 

The ATina Head School, Berkeley 6, 000 

The College Preparatory School, Oakland 2, 950 

OJal Valley School, OJai 8, 000 

Colorado 

Colorado Academy, Denver 10, 000 

Saint Mary’s Academy High School, Englewood- 6, 400 

District of Columbia 

The Hawthorne School, Washington 17, 000 

Florida 

Monsignor Edward Pace High School, Opa- 

locka 3,260 

St John Vianney High Sdiool, Miami 1, 760 

Illinois 

Assumption High School, East St Louis 12, 000 

Loyola Academy, Wilmette 12,000 

St Laurence High School, Oak Lawn 10, 000 

Telshe High School, Chicago — 2,760 

Indiana 

Bennett High School, Marion - 6,100 

Kansas 

St Patrick High School, Parsons 9, 000 

Massaohubetts 

St John’s Pr^ratory School, Danvers 65,000 

The Stockbridge School, Interlaken 10,000 

Michigan 

Hacket High School, Kalamazoo 45,250 

St Stephen High School, Saginaw 6, 000 



Duluth Cathedral BUgh School, Duluth— — - — 6,160 

St Paul Lutheran High School, St. Paul 6,200 

Southwest Minnesota Christian High School, 
Edgerton— — — — - — — — — 6, 000 

New Jersey 

Our Lady of Mercy Girls’ Academy, Newfield— 4,000 

New York 

Baldwin School of New York City, New York— 4, 020 

Brandeis School, Woodmere 9,350 

Holy Family High School, Massena — 8,060 

Martin Luther BUgh School, Mnspeth 7, 910 

McBumey School, New York 8,400 

Mesivta of Crown Heights, Brooklyn 24,200 

Rockland Ccantry Day School, Congers 3,600 

St Mary’ri Academy, Ogdensburg 4,410 

Salesian High School, New Rochelle 31, 000 

Windward School, White Plains 3,400 

Yeshivah Toroh V’Emunah, Bronx 16, 000 

Obxahoma. 

St John’s Catholic School, McAlester 1,100 

■Pennsylvania 

Mercyhurst Preparatory School, Erie 36,350 

Puerto Rico 

Antilles Military School, Trujillo Alto 46,650 

Colegio San Ignacio de Loyola, Rio Piedras 4, 800 

South Carolina 

Cardinal Newman High Sdiool, Columbia 8, 400 

Texas 

Greenhill School, Dallas 46,900 

Virginia 

Massanutten Academy, Woodstock 3,600 
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Allotmonts, payments to States, and reported expenditures under title III, for State supervisory, 
related services, and administration of State plans, by State: fiscal year 1964 



State or territory 


Adjusted 

allotment 


Payment 


Expenditures ^ 


1 


3 


3 


4 


Totals 


$3,365,670 


$2,068,097 


$3,106,384 


Alabama.. 


72,613 


72,613 


72,613 


Alaska 


13,600 


10,433 


12,431 


Arizona 


W 


W 


W 


Arkansas.... 


42,140 


42,140 


42.140 


California 


310,606 


309,606 


280,337 


Colorado 


37,166 


37,166 


<37,106 


Connecticut. 


31,000 


31,000 


27,739 


Delaware — 


26,000 


25,000 


21,798 


District of Columbia. 


20,000 


20,000 


20,000 


Florida 


104,632 


104,632 


104,632 


Georgia. 


100,000 


100,000 


98,708 


Hawoil 


20,000 


10,000 


20,000 


Idaho.. 


20,000 


20,000 


19,761 


Illinois. 


177,600 


177,600 


167,913 


Indiana.. 


63,164 


31,682 


26.069 


low* 


66,642 


56,542 


64,731 


KansAS...—— — — — — — 


30,000 


30,000 


28,805 


Kentucky 


48,736 


48,735 


34,100 


Louisiana 


72,030 


0 


72.039 


Maine 


22,000 


22,000 


22,000 


Maryland 


43,005 


43,006 


26,279 


Massachusetts 


76,760 


76,760 


60,897 


Michigan 


32,423 


32,423 


<29,697 


Minnesota 


70,220 


70,220 


61,162 


Minlssippl 


36,630 


35,630 


33,473 


Missouri 


70,000 


64,963 


60,822 


Montana 


20, 000 


20,000 


18,448 



* N*t Ftderil p*ym«nta u of Juno 350, 1004. In oomo InoUnoei poymonto 
•hownlnooIonmS IneludiixlorTMr’tunoxpendod bolonoeo In tho SUto that 
won applied against tho 1004 allotment. 

* Xzpondlturoo shown an subjoet to adjustment and In some Instances In- 
dudo Juno 30, 1003, State tieosunr bolanoeo from Federal funds allotted to 
tho State In fiscal year 1003. 



State or territory 


Adjusted 

rJlotment 


Payment < 


Expenditures* 


i 


2 


3 


4 


Nebraska. 


19,230 


10,230 


16,196 


Neyada. 


20,000 


20,000 


18,276 


New Hampshire 


20,000 


20,000 


19,864 


New Jersey 


64,167 


64,157 


54,209 


New Mexico 


31,295 


31,205 


31,060 


New York 


387,435 


296,805 


384,926 


North Carolina 


100,506 


100,506 


95,259 


North Dakota 


25,000 


25,000 


25,000 


Ohio 


69,990 


50,000 


55,332 


Oklahoma 


61,234 


51,234 


60,601 


Oregon 


36,692 


36,602 


36,692 


Pennsylvania 


235,423 


235,423 


235,423 


Rhode Island. 


25,000 


25,000 


25,000 


South Carolina 


68,369 


58,360 


66,271 


South Dakota 


16,000 


16,000 


15,216 


Tennessee 


63,699 


63,600 


63,963 


Texas 


205,125 


43,715 


180,386 


Utah 


31,430 


31,430 


26,084 


Vermont 


15,600 


15,000 


12,867 


Virginia 


16,919 


16,010 


10,893 


Washington 


83,754 


83,754 


83,697 


West Virginia 


63,668 


53,668 


63,061 


Wisconsin 


46,679 


24,170 


89,688 


Wyoming 


m 


m 


C) 


Canal Zone.. 


« 


« 


(•) 


Guam 


5,603 


4,684 


4,664 


Puerto Rico 


69,497 


50,407 


69,497 


Virgin Islands 


10,000 


10,000 


10,000 



* Arizona, Wyoming, and Canal Zone did not partidpato. 

« Xxpondltuioo shown an auhjoet to adjustment pending acceptable ann ual 
financial npocts. 



Unpaid balances of 1963 allotments, 1964 allotments, total available for payment In 1964, payments 
to States under title II I for acquisition of equipment and minor remodellnf, and total reported 
State expenditures for these purposes, by State: Fiscal year 1964 



state or territory 



1 



Totals 

Alabama 

Alaska— 

Arizona-- 

Arkansas 

California 

Colorado 

Conneetlcut 

Delaware 

District of Columbia. 

Florida. 

Oeorfia. 

HawaU 

Idaho 

Illinois 

Indiana.. 

Iowa.. 

ITa nfF* - 

Kentucky 

LonlsianiL. 

Maine 

Maryland 

MaiMchusetU. 

Mlohlsfji. 

Minnesota 

Misiisslppl. 

MbsoorL 

Montana 

Nabraaka. 

Nevada 

New Hampshire 

NawJaraay 

New Mexico 

New York. 

North Carolina 

North Dakota. 

Ohio 

Oklahoma. 

Orecon — 

pennsylTanla 

Rhode liland 

South Carolina 

South Dakota 

Teoneaeea 

Texu 

Utah 

Vermont 

Vlninla 

Washinfton 

West Vlitlnla 

Wisconsin 

Wyomln* 

Canal Zone 

Guam 

Puerto Rico 

Vlrtin Islands 



Ur.poid 
balance of 
1063 allotment 


1064 

adjusted 

allotment 


Total 
available 
for payment 
in 1964 


Payment i 
In 1964 


Expenditures 
in 1094 


2 


3 


4 


5 


6 


330,300,867 


$42,631,020 


$81,0Si,87? 


$51,831,065 


$03,063,840 


1,208,435 


33,866 


1,332,301 


1,000,000 


1,160,032 


6,320 


43,669 


40,989 


43,669 


53,582 


454,140 


(*) 


454,149 




(») 


583,842 


241,434 


925,276 


925.276 


809,332 


2,671,891 


5,239,528 


7,911,419 


5,411,419 


6,201,107 


405,22? 


031,372 


1,426,699 


300,000 


<001,173 


108,587 


502,858 


611,445 


611,445 


672,004 


0 


270,216 


276,216 


276,216 


263,203 


66,163 


63,150 


128,319 


51,344 


01,610 


1,271,012 


1,819,107 


8,000,119 


3,090,119 


2,205,288 


1,630,710 


1,521,878 


8,052,588 


1,530,710 


2,565,173 


108,735 


43,564 


152,299 


40,000 


126,136 


225,810 


28,910 


254,220 


254,220 


250,418 


1,728,396 


2,810,649 


4,039,045 


2,064,233 


3,344,000 


1,044,571 


1,234,896 


2,279,467 


1,200,000 


1,126,837 


440,338 


8G4.952 


1,805,290 


1,305,290 


l,320,U/3 


166,105 


344,284 


510,389 


392,321 


621,604 


1,161,270 


127,059 


1,278,338 


1,276,338 


807,406 


1,288,335 


800,000 


1,588,335 


0 


866,605 


306,275 


188,225 


444,500 


356,817 


805,768 


607,762 


1,425.189 


2,122,941 


697,752 


1,860,465 


0 


1,716,636 


1,716,636 


1,716,636 


2,012,400 


1,063,417 


2,706,559 


4,659,976 


1,009,809 


<2,604,887 


450,000 


1,193,357 


1,643,857 


993,857 


1,818,472 


003,133 


522,078 


1,425,211 


876,000 


107,511 


1,036,633 


523,171 


1,559,804 


1,559,804 


1,487,173 


51,437 


180,611 


232, (M8 


232, (M8 


233,650 


418,729 


200,451 


614,180 


614,180 


418,255 


0 


71,909 


71,909 


71,909 


61,672 


111,027 


168,823 


274,850 


234,892 


212,034 


0 


1,255,502 


1,255,502 


1,255,602 


1,164,340 


883,745 


28,248 


411,988 


411,987 


362,637 


2,620,330 


8,641,538 


6,270,868 


2,862,481 


3,384,830 


1,650,027 


1,528,419 


8,088,346 


8,068,346 


2,707,116 


0 


245,011 


245,011 


245,011 


256,477 


1,000,000 


3.135,902 


4,135,992 


2,484,210 


4,118,037 


0 


761,011 


761,011 


761,011 


057,730 


0 


745,092 


745,092 


746.092 


788.842 


2,574,727 


2,530,853 


5,105,580 


1,830,533 


4,226,850 


180,660 


94,428 


275,088 


276,000 


104,432 


1,007,007 


207,000 


1,214,007 


957,000 


847,040 


238,682 


57,740 


296.322 


296,322 


220^320 


1,328,731 


0 


1,328,731 


1,300,000 


001,055 


3,157,259 


208,522 


3,365,781 


1,975,000 


2,307,010 


356,886 


366,614 


723,500 


723,500 


617,424 


80,510 


123,974 


201,484 


204,484 


221,706 


1,322,988 


0 


1,322,988 


1,137,168 


080,706 


429,593 


1,121,457 


1,551.050 


751,223 


1,320,578 


730,008 


184,634 


914.642 


914,642 


861,183 


740,161 


1.625.589 


2,365,753 


969,492 


2,154,276 


101,479 


« 


101,479 


« 


(*) 


60,000 


(*) 


50,000 




(*) 


50,000 


1 0 


50,000 


22,852 


20,023 


727,347 


0 


727,347 


450,000 


415,311 


50,000 


1 0 


1 50,000 


16,800 


10,385 



< Net Federal payments u of June 30, 1M4. Payments shown In column 
6 include amounts shown In oolumn 2, Payments in oolumn 6 are adjusted 
raflectinc prior year’s balances In the States. 

> Expenditures reported by States shown In oolunm C are sub]ect to adjust- 



ment and in some instances include June 30, 1063, State treasury balances from 
Federal funds allotted to the States In fiscal year 1003. 

* Arizona, Wyoming, and the Canal Zone did not pertldpete. 

< Expenditures shown are subject to adjustment pendinc acceptable annual 
financial reports. 
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Title Illy NDEAy allotments for grants to States for acquisition of equipmenty fiscal year 1964 

state or outlying part 



State or outlying peurt 



October 1903, 
allotment 



March 1904, 
reviiion 



May 1904, 
levislOQ 



October 1903, 
allotment 



March 1904, 
raviiloa 



May 1904, 
nation 



Total.— 

Alabama. 

Alaska. 

Arizona. 

Arkansas 

Oalilomta...... 

Colorado 

Connecticut... 

Delaware 

Florida 

Georgia. 

Hawaii 

Idaho. 

Illinois 

Indiana. 

Iowa.. 

Kansas 

Kentucky 

Louisiana 

Maine 

Maryland 

Massachusetts. 

Michigan 

Minnesota 

Mississippi.... 

Missouri. 

Montana 

Nebraska 



147,620,000 



1,283,800 

62,394 

483,617 

060,434 

2,739,628 

613,438 

417,858 

79,792 

1,322,107 

1,621,878 

164,664 

258,829 

1,710,649 

1,234,890 

824,052 

616,216 

1,127,059 

1,276,466 

303,400 

771,634 

916,630 

1,966,669 

1,043.357 

894,646 

1,023,171 

216,611 

421,657 



842,421,237 



1,283,860 

43,669 

0 

241,434 

4,730,628 

741,372 

462,858 

268,692 

1,819,107 

1,621,878 

14,564 

08,829 

2,310,649 

1,234,806 

824,952 

310,216 

127,050 

0 

60,642 

1,118,160 

1,216,636 

2,850,659 

1,193,357 

622,078 

623,171 

180,611 

226,461 



$42,631,030 



33,866 

43,669 

0 

241,434 

6,239,628 

031,372 

602,858 

276,216 

1,819,107 

1,621,878 

43,604 

28,910 

2,310,049 

1,234,890 

864,952 

344,284 

127,059 

300,000 

138,225 

1,425,189 

1,716,636 

2,706,559 

1,193,357 

522,078 

623,171 

180,611 

200,451 



Netada- 

New Hampshire 

New Jersey. 

New Mexico. 

New York 

North Carolina 

North Dakota 

Ohio. 

Oklahoma 

Oregon 

Pennsylvania. 

Rhodo Island 

South Carolina 

South Dakota 

Tennessee 

Tsxaa.. 

Utah 

Vermont — 

Virginia 

Washington 

West Virginia. 

Wisconsin 

Wyoming™ 

District of Columbia. 

Canal Zone 

Quam 

Puerto Rico 

Virgin Islands 



$53,317 

163,823 

966,602 

401,821 

2,641,638 

1,779,491 

246,011 

2,235,992 

761,664 

496,092 

2,630,863 

177,137 

987,051 

262,740 

1,304,866 

3,208,622 

366,614 

123,974 

1,332,323 

738,802 

684,634 

1,126,689 

106,399 

104,290 

60,000 

60,000 

723,042 

60,000 



$71,909 

163,823 

1,266,603 

106,142 

3,041,638 

1.478,419 

245,011 

2,236,992 

711,664 

695,092 

2,630,853 

177,137 

487,051 

87,740 

0 

2,208,622 

366,614 

123,974 

0 

955,937 

184,634 

1,326,689 

0 

84,176 

0 

47,895 

0 

0 



$71,900 

163,823 

1,265,502 

28,243 

3,641,638 

1,628,419 

246.011 
3,136,902 

761.011 
745,092 

2,630,863 

94,428 

207,000 

67,740 

0 

208,622 

366,614 

123,974 

0 

1,121,457 

184,634 

1,626,689 

0 

63,150 

0 

0 

0 

0 






A 



Title Illy number and percentage distribution 
of approved projects under title III for 
acquisition of equipment and minor re- 
modellngy by cost; Rscal year 1964 



Cost; 


Number 
of ap- 
proved 
projects 


Percent of 
total 


Totbl 


60.736 


100.0 


«lJqo 


11.414 


18.0 


tinwiiM 


7.843 


12.0 


toMUiAM 


15,747 


25.0 


MuyuiMO — 


7,230 


11.0 


$l,006-$4,999 


13.322 


21.0 


$8,(X»-I9,999.™ — 


2,730 


4.0 


$10,000-$4«,999 


2,187 


3.6 

a 


$a0y000 and abore 


253 


.4 



NOTE 

The variance betwee ’ the total number of 
60,735 projects and the total number of 70,126 proj- 
ects reported in the two tables above has the 
following explanation: 

If each subject area is counted as a “project” 



Ni. ^ber of approved projects 

Estimated efist of approved projeas 

Estlmate-i cost of sdenoe projects.... 

Perocut of total cost 

Estimated cost of mathematics proJecU 

Percent of total cost 

Estimated cost of modem foreign language proJecU. 

Percent of total cost 

Percent of estimated cost for elementary schools... 
Percent of estimated cost tor secondary schools — 
Percent of estimated cost for combined elementary 

and secondary schools 

Number of minor remodeling projects 

Estimated cost of remodeling projects 

Number of classrooms or laboratories Involved 

In approved remodeling projects 

Number In science 

Number In mstbemstlcs 

Number In modem foreign languages 



Fiscal year 
1904 


Total of 6 
flsmlyaars, 
1951^ 


70,120 


306,041 


131.3 


560.4 


05.8 


412.2 


73.0 


73,6 


14.2 


61.0 


10.8 


0.1 


21.3 


07.2 


16.2 


17.3 


16.1 


16.0 


47.6 


48.6 


36.3 


34.6 


047 


7 g 860 


6.0 


24.5 


2,862 


20,501 


1,807 


14,741 


661 


2,853 


284 


2,007 



when more than one subject area is included in 
an approved project, then the total number of 
projects becomes 70,126 for purposes of financial 
reporting by fields of study. 

The project breakdowns ^or the total of 60,735 

are the following: 
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Projects 


Number 


Percent of 
projects 


Total • cost 


Peiccnt of 
cost 


1 


2 


3 


4 


6 


Science....... — .. — 


34,718 


67.2 


$96,813,067 


73.0 


Mathematics 


11,746 


10.3 


14,183,902 


10.8 


Languages 

Bdenoaandmathe* 


7,781 


12.8 


21,329,046 


16.2 


matlcs 


2,929 


4.8 


0 


0 


Sdence and languages.. 
Mathematics and Ian- 


608 


1.0 


0 


0 


ViHfiS 

Sdanee, mathematics 


64 


.1 


0 


0 


and languages 


2,900 


4.8 


0 


0 


Total 


*60,736 


U00.0 


U31,326,014 


100.0 



t In the caie ot projects involtlnf more then 1 subject tree, an appropriate 
assignment of co(Jts to the respective subject areas was made by the States and 
is shown In this column. 

* See the first of the 2 tables. 

* The figure 70,12« Is the result of counting each subject area represented In 
the project as a separate "project” In cases where more than 1 subject area Is 
included. This figure is arrived at as follows: 

Science only 

Languages only 

Science and mathematics (2,929X2) ®> 

Science and languages (608X2) 5»216 

Mathematics and languages (64X2) , ‘ 

Science, mathematics, and languages (2,900X3) 

'TotaL..— — — — 70, 126 

4 Includes Federal, State, and local funds. 



Distribution of total estimated costs for approved projects by subject area and by States Fiscal 



States 


Total 


Science 


Purcent 


Mathe- 

matics 


Percent 


Modem 

foreign 

languages 


Percent 


Total 


$131,326,914 


$96,813,967 


73.0 


$14,183,902 


10.8 


$21,329,016 


16.2 


Altbtnit 


2,410,237 


1,769,494 


73.3 


341,425 


14.2 


299,318 


12.5 


AlASkt— — 


107,166 


77,489 


72.3 


7,631 


7.1 


22,046 


26.6 




1,669,042 


1,258,474 


80.2 


187,073 


11.0 


123,496 


7.1^ 


OaiUbmlA.. 


12,243,172 


7,162,200 


58.4 


1,840,336 


15.1 


3,241,630 


26.5 


OolonwJo — — 


1,921,036 


1,365,136 


71.0 


155,221 


8.1 


400,679 


20.9 




1,034,472 


634,059 


51.6 


182,006 


17.6 


318,407 


30. 8 


DiUWATt 


624,969 


623.617 


83.8 


41,218 


6.6 


00,224 


9.6 


District of Columbia-.. 


123,219 


86,649 


70.3 


17,412 


14.1 


19,168 


15. 6 


Florida. 


6,011,182 


3,394,794 


67.7 


680,602 


13.8 


9—9, 696 


18.5 


Qaorfia 


6,287,271 


4,698,760 


73.1 


046,665 


15.1 


741,866 


11.8 


HawaU... .... — 


290,224 


206,464 


71.8 


35,005 


12.1 


46,766 


16 .x 


Idaho 


606,619 


384,884 


76.0 


64,033 


12.8 


60,802 


11«2 


minoli. 


6,700.774 


4,287,960 


75.2 


441,002 


7.8 


970,822 


17.0 




2,686,693 


2,120,768 


78.0 


140,145 


5.6 


416,780 


15.5 


loira. ... ........ 


1,623,186 


1,102,406 


72.4 


202,223 


13.3 


218,657 


14.8 




1,303,463 


993,260 


76.0 


04,776 


7.2 


220,427 


16.8 


Ktntucky — — 


2,660,396 


1,961,633 


76.4 


331,202 


12.0 


273,661 


10.7 


Loablana...— ... 


1,860,135 


1,610,637 


80.8 


107,586 


5.8 


260,012 


13.4 


Main# - 


760,602 


676,416 


76.8 


37,818 


5.0 


1»,368 


18.2 


Maryland- 


2,614,798 


2,074,032 


70.3 


160,000 


6.5 


371,076 


14.2 


Massachusetts. 


4,024,812 


2,921,390 


72.5 


376,680 


0.4 


730,742 


18. 1 


Michigan 


6,860,927 


4,153,681 


71.0 


704,004 


12.0 


093,252 


17.0 


MlzmaaoU 


3,031,998 


2,359,109 


77.8 


205,168 


6.8 


407,721 


15.4 


Ut— 1— InnI 


1,432,043 


1,131,683 


70.0 


121,065 


8.5 


178,306 


7.6 


Ml( iMiri 


2,446,246 


1,878,361 


76.8 


248,100 


lai 


310,685 


13.1 


TUfAnfene 


426,171 


346,888 


81.4 


28,338 


6.6 


60,946 


12.0 


Nsbraska- 


673(667 


485,626 


72.1 


56,738 


8.4 


131,303 


19.5 


Mavada. ------- 


199,396 


141,946 


71.2 


15,544 


7.8 


41,000 


21.0 


Vaw TTamrAhlm 


485,430 


371,343 


76.6 


25,017 


5.3 


88,170 


18.2 


Mew Japmt ................ 


2,827,617 


2,096,61$ 


74.1 


231,715 


8.2 


400,280 


17.7 


Mew MailOO-— 


958,200 


796.383 


83.0 


62,646 


6.5 


100,177 


ia6 


Mew YorJc - 


6.769,703 


6,062,691 


74.6 


581,611 


8.6 


1,135,309 


16.8 


VArth numllna. ................. 


8,083,312 


6,792,207 


n.7 


045,443 


11.7 


1,846,062 


16.6 


North Dakota. 


697,019 


666,629 


03.2 


28,606 


4.8 


11,784 


2.0 


Ohio - - 


6,218,830 


4,686,213 


75.4 


698,005 


11.2 


834,012 


13.4 


Okl^oma , 


2,046,617 


1,313,706 


64.2 


482,472 


23.6 


250,430 


12.2 


Offgop - 


1,663,704 


1,167,871 


60.6 


105,048 


11.8 


300,886 


18.6 


PannsvlTania 


8,811,739 


6,926,122 


78.6 


877,620 


10.0 


1,008,097 


11.4 


PViArie Tf lenri .... 


531,999 


381,634 


73.6 


50,000 


11.1 


81,275 


15.? 


{^uth Carolina ....... 


1,095,904 


1,347,261 


70.4 


208,828 


12.3 


140,315 


8.3 


flonth Dakota 


236, oa 


185,911 


78.8 


42,101 


17.0 


7,941 


3.3 


T^nnfCKK) « «« « . « « - 


2,449,288 


1,624,607 


66.1 


154,011 


14.5 


409,830 


19.2 


Texas — . 


5,545,582 


4,281,116 


77.4 


868,510 


6.6 


888,250 


10.0 


Utah 


1*078, 031 


874,886 


81.0 


68,406 


6.4 


136,749 


12.6 


Vermont _ 


242,470 


147,666 


60.0 


10,562 


4.4 


84,363 


34.7 


Virginia 


1,926,986 


1,405,237 


78.0 


157,308 


8.2 


303,390 


18.8 


Waihlnrton ... ... .... 


2,198,734 


1,643,661 


68.7 


243,771 


10.2 


606,312 


21.1 


WMtVIriinia 


1,722,305 


1,$11,166 


76.1 


228,042 


13.8 


182,557 


1C. 6 


WijMnaIn - ................... 


4,921,110 


1,706,686 


75.4 


880,728 


7.0 


822,747 


16.7 


Ouafh - 


41,344 


28,881 


57.1 


0,576 


22.0 


8,387 


20.0 


Piiftrtn RIm 


831,730 


704,046 


84.8 


08,145 


11.8 


28,045 


3.4 


virgin Islands 


16,413 


8,396 


51.2 


6,566 


40.0 


1,461 


8.8 
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Approved pn>]««tt and Fadtral, Stata, and local funds Involved for prajoets undor tlUo III, by field 

of study.and grade level: Fheal year 1964 



Field ciitail7 



Grand total >. 



Elementary 

Secondary 

Combined elementary-secondary.. 



Science... 



Elementary.' 

Secondary 

Combined elementary- 
secondary 



Mathematics.. 



Elementary 

Secondary 

Combined elementary- 
secondary 



Laniuages. 



All approTed projects and projects 
InTOlTing minor remodeling 


Projects IntolTlng equipment * 


Projec 

I 


tsluTolrlng] 

remodeling* 


miner 


Number of 
classrooms 
and labora- 
tory units 
InrolTlng 
remodeling 


Number* 


Cost 


Percent 


Number 


Cost 


Psreent 


Number 


Cost 


Percent 


3 


3 


4 


5 


5 


7 


8 


0 


10 


11 


• 70,12« 


$131,326,914 


100.0 


69,179 


$125,462,412 


mo 


947 


$5,864,602 


mo 


2,862 


24,635 

30,858 

14,633 


21,187,467 

62,407,506 

47,731,941 


15.1 

47.5 

35.3 


24,578 

30,303 

14,298 


21,108,620 

60,332,251 

45,021,541 


16.8 

47.3 

36.0 


57 

555 

335 


78,847 

3,076,266 

2,710,400 


1.4 

52.4 

45.2 


278 

060 

1,620 


41,155 


95,813,967 


100.0 


40,415 


90,466,642 


100.0 


740 


6,848,326 


100.0 


1,807 


15,274 

17,394 


14,350,579 

44,491,218 


15.6 

46.4 


15,228 

16,994 


14,889,490 

41,650,682 


15.5 

45.1 


45 

400 


71,060 

2,831,636 


1.3 

53.0 


177 

731 


8,487 


35,362,170 


38.0 


8,193 


33,916,670 


37.4 


294 


2,445,600 


45.7 


989 


17,628 


14,183,902 


100.0 


17,577 


14,030,146 


100.0 


51 


163,766 


100.0 


581 


7,10Q 

6,499 


3,713,392 

4,951,224 


25.2 

34.9 


7,105 

5,458 


8,711,296 

4,884,606 


25.5 

34.8 


3 

31 


2,096 

66,719 


1.4 

43.4 


8 

60 


4y020 


5,519,286 


38.9 


4,003 


6,434,846 


38.7 


17 


84,941 


66.2 


514 


11,343 


21,329,045 


100.0 


11,187 


2« 966,624 


100.0 


166 


362,421 


100.0 


284 


2,252 

6,965 


2,513,496 

12,965,064 


11.8 

50.8 


2,244 

5,841 


2,607,834 

12,788,164 


12.0 

60.9 


8 

124 


6,662 

176,000 


1.5 

48.8 


88 

170 


2,126 


5,850,486 


27.4 


2,102 


6,670,626 


27.1 




24 


179,869 


49.C 


25 



Elementary 

Secondary 

Combined elementary- 
•eoondary. 



I « State*, District of Columbia, Guam, Puerto Klco, and the Virgin 
Island* had appeored projecU. Arliona, Canal Zone, and Wyoming did 
notpartldpate. 

»Tbe project unit may be a county, district, toTnublp, or oomWnaUon 

thereof. . , ^ 

* Where a single project resulted In fund* approred for more than 1 of the 
subject sieu (sdence, mathematic*, and modem foreign languages), the 
funds were prorated for each subject vea. Project* coTerlng 2 or more sub- 



ber Of project* In this UbleoTorsUte* the aertnalnomhsr. Tbe actual num* 
ber of project* Is shown In tha table on page 99. ... , 

4 Column 2 minus ooluiLS • #QU*1* column I, and oohinm I minus ootamn 

9 eQaalsoolonm6. 

* Minor remoddlDK portion of pco)^ InYOltlng >000 W tloo ol tqalpcaiPt 
ftnd minor remodellnf . 
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ApprovMl prabctt and Fadanl, State, and local funde Involved tor projects under title III, by Held 
of study and (lade level: Fiscal years 1959, 1960, 19®, *982, M83, and 1S« 





All approred projects end projects 
involving minor remodeling 


Projects involving equipment * 


Projects involving minor re* 
modeling 


Number of 
classrooms 
and labors* 


flOlQ 01 ■IrUC J 


Number > 


Cost 


Percent 


Number 


Cost 


Percent 


Number 


Cost 


Percent 


tcry units 
involving re* 
modeling 


1 


2 


3 


4 


6 


6 


7 


8 


9 


10 


11 


Grand total ‘ 


*300,941 


$550,430,035 


100.0 


290,081 


$631016,661 


100.0 


7,860 


$24,621,084 


100.0 


20,691 


- 


113 s 534 


94,477,618 


10.9 


112,768 


98,000,104 


17.6 


770 


877,414 


8.6 


1861 





133,001 


272,607,810 


48 .C 


128,297 


261 770,020 


418 


4,704 


13,827,181 


56.4 


7,726 


Combined elemeotary-secondary... 


00,400 


193,301,307 


34.6 


01020 


181 644,818 


34.2 


2,380 


0,811480 


40.0 


9,604 


Science 


177,814 


412,214,447 


100.0 


171,688 


301 670,307 


100.0 


0,220 


21,044,140 


100.0 


14,741 


Tjlomitntanf 


09,200 


70,056,407 


17.0 


01664 


00,281 806 


17.7 


652 


707»102 


8.6 


1430 





73,387 


104,120,260 


47.1 


00,820 


181,741 006 


40.0 


3,561 


12,381 361 


67.2 


1963 


Combined olementery* 
secondary 


35,221 


148.032,724 


35.9 


31208 


130,630,03'; 


317 


2,013 


1403,087 


39.3 


1349 


Mathematics.-. 


78,700 


61,023,810 


100.0 


71422 


60,470,880 


100.0 


338 


040,939 


100.0 


1863 


HUmAntAnr 


39 s 122 


14,454,606 


28.3 


31078 


14,417,218 


28.0 


40 


37,862 


18 


170 


RjiMmftAnr 


29,631 

10,107 


10,010,078 


312 


29,367 


16,697,230 


33.1 


174 


221448 


40.7 


401 


Combined elementary* 
secondary 


10,049,070 


816 


16,002 


19,361,987 


88.3 


116 


287,180 


616 


2,282 


Languagec 


60 s 367 


97,108,800 


100.0 


40,071 


04,801 804 


100.0 


1,200 


2,830,005 


100.0 


2,997 


KlARiAntAnr ............ 


11,200 


9 sM 7 s 486 


10.3 


llslSl 


0,804,620 


10.4 


75 


72,960 


3.1 


752 


fUMmcfATT ........... 


30,063 

9,078 


61 s 651 s 876 


08.3 


29 s 114 


00,330,404 


03.6 


969 


1,221,882 


52.4 


1,372 


Combined elementary* 

MMMUlArY .......... 


25 s 679 s 607 


20.4 


8,826 


24,043,844 


26.0 


252 


1,035,663 


44.5 


873 



















1 Of 40 SUtos with kpproTtd ptou daring fisesl you 1059, U hsd approred 
pcojeets. In 1000, 49 Statw, District of Colambte, aoun, Foorto Bloo, sod 
thf virgin Tilanda had appmmd prolaeti. Arisoot «nd Csnsl Zone did not 
pitftldpeU. In 1001, 1003, 1001, and 1004; 40 SUtes, District of CohunbU, 
Chum, PnertoBlco, and the Virgin blends bed epproTOdprojeeto. Arisons, 
Canal Zone, and Wyoming did not participate. 

• The project unit may be a ooanty, district, township, or oombinatlon 
tbacaof. 



* Where a single project reanlted in funds appcored for more than 1 of the 
snbject-matter fields (sdenoa, mathematics, and modem foreign langoagas), 
the funds were proraM for each subject-matter field. Projects ooraring 2 or 
more subject areu are induded in the total projects of each subject area. 
The number of projects in this table OTerstatcs the actual number. The 
actual number of projects is shown in the table on pegs 90. 

4 Column 2 minus column 8 equals column 6, end column 8 minus column 9 
equals column 0. All moneys rounded to nearest dollar. 
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Numlwr of approvod projects under title III lor acquisition of equipment remodeling 



StaU 


Total 


2 

Science only 


latbematlca 

only 


Modem 
focelKn 1 i 
langA I 
only 1 


Bdenceand 

nathematlcs 


Bdenceand ^ 
modem t 
foreign 
language! 


(atbematici 
md modem i 
foreign 
languages 


Boenee, 
aathematica, 
and modem 
foreign 
language! 


1 


2 


3 


4 


5 


0 


7 


8 


0 




60|735 


34,718 


11,745 


7,781 


2,020 


008 


64 


2,000 




1,733 


048 


no 1 


55 


300 1 


55 




7 

n 1 


153 

0 




68 


30 


12 


17 


0 


0 

A 




u 1 
0 1 


0 




1,108 


002 


205 


151 


0 

08 


u 




U 1 
2 1 


05 

8 




1.7M 


842 


810 


402 


17 

« 




mt 1 
0 1 




252 


143 


45 


53 


5 


0 

A 




U 1 

n 1 


0 




388 


224 


80 


84 


0 


U 

A 




u 1 

n 1 


10 

0 




48 


20 


0 


0 


0 1 


3 

A 




u 1 

n 1 




112 


38 


30 


38 


0 


U 

44 

07 




U 1 
It 1 




VlArirlA - 


040 


332 


47 


84 


108 

538 




0 1 
11 1 


070 

0 




7,155 


3,8W 


1,330 


002 


£t 

A 




11 1 
n 1 




747 


401 


107 


80 


0 


U 

A 




U 1 

n 1 


0 




304 


107 


01 


40 


0 


U 

A 




U 1 

n 1 


0 




1,434 


700 


321 


314 


0 

10 


1 ^ 




U 1 

n 1 


12 

0 




027 


508 


160 


145 


0 

A 




U 1 

n 1 




1,220 


740 


308 


175 


0 


0 

A 




u 1 
0 1 


0 




708 


505 


138 


1 


0 


u 

A 




U 1 

n 1 


0 




2,204 


1,400 


448 


257 


0 


u 

1 A 




U 1 

n 1 


1 




1,500 


1,058 


1 


100 




u 

1 A 




U 1 
A 1 


1 0 




047 


407 


130 


104 


0 ' 


0 

1 A 




U 1 
A 


0 




008 


042 


101 


75 


0 


1 0 

1 A 




u 

A 


0 




1,132 


000 


242 


221 


0 


1 ^ 

48 

1 A 




u 

o 






420 


145 


3 ' 


7 


02 




* 

A 


iw 

0 


XK11CUI§»U— 


1,313 


710 


400 


104 


0 


1 0 

30 

1 OK 




U 

t 


117 

1 21S 


XU 1IU103V " 

X/ftMtoInnl 


000 


242 ' 


10 


45 1 


140 

432 

57 




1 

7 




1,300 


512 


32 


28 


1 ^ 

1 OK 




A 


1 «14P 

28 




400 


254 


20 


20 


1 




U 

A 


1 aO 

1 iM 




320 


140 


2 


2 


88 


20 




L 

A 


1 w 

1 A 


WBonwwi— 


141 


83 


31 


27 


0 


0 

1 A 




u 

A 


1 1A 


TTofTmthlr*! 


504 


378 


no 


88 


1 8 


0 

28 




U 

A 


1 

1 177 




400 


117 


2 


0 


85 




0 

A 


1 ' 

1 A 


MOW joraey— 


875 


505 


182 


128 


0 


1 ^ 




U 

A 


1 u 

1 A 


MOW jyiwjuw—— —————— 


1,540 


050 


443 


441 


1 ^ 
83 


1 ^ 

1 A 




U 

A 


1 u 

1 08 


MnrtVi riarnlina 


3,548 


1,850 


050 


oa 


I ^ 




d 

A 


1 ^ 

1 A 


MA.fu DfilrotA . 


701 


570 


122 


00 


0 

334 

208 


1 ^ 
125 

1 AK 




U 

A 


1 U 

1 ill 


nhfo 


1,020 


000 


57 


57 




0 

K 


1 991 

1 188 


AVIalinmA 


712 


237 


11 


0 


20 




y 

A 


1 11NI 

1 98 




005 


410 


130 


112 


0 


0 

1 A 




U 

A 


1 A 




0,012 


4.300 


li200 


080 


0 


1 ^ 




U 

A 


1 V 

1 A 


J ou*WjriT*ui»— 

T<lAnr! 


245 


124 


73 


48 


0 


1 ^ 

1 A 




u 

A 


1 II 

1 A 


Qnnfh rifiPAYInA 


8,305 


2,067 


870 


438 


0 


1 ^ 




u 

A 


1 8 




818 


200 


51 


25 


30 


0 




u 

A 


1 * 

1 A 




335 


178 


84 


73 


0 


1 ^ 




u 

« 


1 V 

1 901 




701 


281 


0 


5 

138 


131 


00 

1 A 




• 

A 


1 Mm 

1 A 


TTUh 


088 


022 


228 


0 


I ^ 

1 A 




u 

A 


1 u 

1 A 


VArmnnt _ 


234 


151 


42 


41 


0 


' 1 ^ 




U 

A 


1 u 

1 A 


VInHnta 


1,200 


735 


, 287 


247 


0 


1 0 
1 A 




u 

A 


1 A 


xtr*«h{nffioil ....................... 


012 


1 508 


218 


1 183 


1 


1 ^ 

L 1 A 




U 

A 


1 A 


Wdhtf VlnrinU 


1,755 


1 1,142 


; 407 


200 


0 


1 1 0 




u 

A 


1 u 

1 A 




058 


( 410 


205 


i 247 


0 


1 0 




U 

A 


1 ^ 

1 A 


Quoin.-— 


5 


1 2 


! 2 


! 1 
\\ 25 


C 


1 0 
L 1 A 




V 

A 


1 A 




2.238 


; 1.041 


572 


1 0 


1 0 


\ 


•1 

A 


1 V 

1 A 


X UOl W 

Virgin Islands...— ---•••••••--*******- 


5 


i 2 


1 2 


( 1 


1 


1 0 


\ 


U 


1 u 
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Number of approved projects and total estimated costs by educational 
level and by State: Fiscal years 1959-64 





Elementary 


Secondary 


Combined 


Elementary 


Seccsisry 


Combined 




Number 


Cost 


Number 


Cost 


Number 


Cost 


1 


2 


3 


4 


0 


0 


7 


8 


9 


10 


TotaL.. 


118,633 


$94,477,618 


138,002 


$272,697,810 


60,406 


$193,361,307 


3,361 


7,726 


9,6(H 


Alabama 


7y405 


3,022,210 


6,882 


7,430,802 


1,302 


2,023,306 


84 


288 


80 


Alaska 


28 


117,666 


118 


318,004 


69 


140,308 


0 


4 


0 


Arkansas 


806 


600,036 


1,820 


2,772,728 


2,699 


4,191,922 


8 


128 


102 


California 


8y880 


13,628,374 


3,398 


24.022,422 


169 


1,278,147 


1,12C 


724 


80 


Colorado 


874 


1,120,348 


964 


4,377,008 


306 


1,379,810 


11 


103 


21 


Connecticut. 


690 


762,806 


207 


2,898,202 


639 


2,010,716 


1 


44 


24 


DelavarTL.... 


18 


4,462 


24 


102,252 


348 


1,297,024 


0 


0 


0 


District of Columbli— — — — — — 


028 


120,008 


010 


807,110 


36 


113,829 


0 


92 


1 


Florida 




1,846,846 


2,108 


8,153,415 


2,vv0 


7,777,055 


o 

O 


125 


t26 


Georgia 


22, m 


0,808,470 


11,835 


2,887,000 


4,849 


2,773,097 


10 


179 


X 


HawaiL 


1,864 


616,867 


228 


770^270 


500 


239,142 


108 


04 


27 


Idaho 


844 


042,902 


748 


2,170,012 


0 


0 


8 


120 


C 


Illinois 


2,823 


0,124,272 


8,067 


11,001,082 


1,721 


8,009,812 


92 


279 


100 


Indiana 


846 


1,177,686 


1,720 


8,110,007 


1,204 


6,842,149 


0 


206 


71 


lows 


1,488 


2,030,224 


8,372 


2,070,027 


0 


0 


18 


224 


0 


Kansas. 


1,880 


1,808,742 


2,202 


4,033,120 


417 


1,092,880 


87 


190 


04 


Kentucky. 


8,887 


4,208,740 


4,283 


2,407,007 


1 


4,701 


19 


229 


0 


Louisiana 


8,488 


1,127,217 


1,187 


1,097,097 


8,150 


8,020,880 


23 


07 


210 


Maine 


1,124 


040,842 


1,010 


2,001,008 


879 


031,082 


0 


0 


0 


Maryland 


1,401 


1,770,030 


1,210 


7,000,491 


278 


854,890 


0 


91 


3 


Massachusetts.. 


1,200 


1,231,250 


8,078 


9,740,007 


534 


2,017,008 


08 


411 


10 


Michigan 


OM 


872,100 


0 


0 


4,703 


20,062,249 


181 


0 


4,850 


Minnesota 


2,800 


2,287,252 


8,870 


11,802,107 


272 


228,480 


0 


820 


0 


MlssisslppL.. 


888 


281,472 


827 


1,772,201 


2,002 


0,407,890 


0 


20 


80 


Missouri 


4,258 


8,227,000 


0,701 


7,087,001 


1,105 


031,106 


7 


183 


2 


Montana.. 


800 


433,220 


1,087 


1,453,000 


238 


228,819 


10 


70 


19 


Nebraska.... 


017 


581,200 


1,708 


8,700,070 


004 


760,403 


85 


200 


87 


NOTAdb 


154 


144,000 


343 


492,978 


27 


44,022 


0 


11 


0 


New Hampshire — 


1,328 


384,443 


1,278 


1,044,700 


209 


229,814 


2 


12 


8 


New Jersey 


1,180 


1,028,207 


1,031 


0,250,010 


1,810 


8,268,013 


28 


109 


200 


New Mexico 


250 


012,244 


1,000 


2,812,338 


178 


1,883,337 


1 


88 


70 


New York 


547 


427,142 


3,022 


0,140,706 


8,208 


27,025,331 


9 


122 


709 


North Carolina. ... 


4,510 


0,042,570 


8,482 


0,260,032 


4,897 


12,334,810 


18 


181 


2m 


North Dakota 


80 


12,778 


08 


26,148 


2,832 


8,111,845 


0 


4 


271 


Ohio 


2,872 


1,004,227 


0,353 


13,334,280 


6,067 


10,008,493 


100 


040 


783 


OVIftbomn ..... — — . — 


1,400 


874,200 


202 


070,201 


4,170 


8,008,038 


0 


07 


804 


OnMnn 


1,141 


1,240,808 


1,107 


8,108,107 


207 


2,097,707 


40 


116 


124 




12,038 


7,835,087 


18,824 


25,800,147 


03 


247,903 


2 


99 


( 


Shodo Irisnd •••••••••••••••—. 


800 


020,027 


408 


1,070,033 


0 


0 


19 


18 


( 


CJftrollnb--— ...... 


0,020 


2,748,207 


0,740 


4,874,240 


0 


0 


no 


101 


( 


Rimth Db\otb........ 


277 


401,308 


1,350 


2,007,810 


113 


307,266 


11 


107 


! 


*Tonnsiii#-»— ———————— 


180 


071,858 


no 


733,108 


1,140 


8,720,261 


2 


7 


« 




2,142 


8,234,002 


4,241 


10,040,702 


1,235 


8,009,748 


004 


802 


281 


UtAh 


2,250 


1,007,220 


3,040 


2,061,250 


0 


20,147 


82 


104 


i 


V^mont - - 


282 


821,837 


280 


1,049,446 


0 


0 


18 


08 


( 


VlfilniA ... mmmmmmrnmmm — 


1,840 


2,000,707 


4,204 


8,023,278 


0 


0 


0 


0 


1 


WaAington 


1,088 


8,402,880 


3,408 


0,862,290 


103 


826,083 


470 


114 


20 


WiitVlnlnU — 


2,008 


2.402,281 


2,214 


0,188,821 


28 


155,279 


34 


422 




... 


784 


481,228 


002 


1,220,800 


8,010 


18,856,888 


9 


34 


21 


HTvAmlnv. ................. 


14 


17,752 

0 


02 


102,527 


0 


0 


0 


5 


1 




0 


2 


81,128 


24 


218,407 


0 


0 




Vnmrti% Stuft «... 


1,142 


200,818 


8,217 


2,023,029 


145 


82,896 


0 


00 


1 


Virgin Islands.^........ 


11 


06,024 


80 


97,149 


1 


49 


0 


1 


1 



Number of classrooms 
and laboratories by 
educational level and 
by State: Fiscal years 
19S9-64 



0 

0 

0 



0 

t 

0 

0 



In Find ywr IMS, tS 8Ut«t, Dktriet of Oolambb, and Poerto BIoo bad 
approTOd proieeta. In IMO, 49 Statai, District of Ooltunbia, Quam, Poarto 
Blco, and tha VirKin Islands bad approred projeets. jlrlcona and Canal 
Zona did not partldpata. In 1961, 1962, 1961, and 1964; 48 Statas, District of 



Colombia, Cnam, Poerto Bioo, and tbe Virgin Islands bad approTSd 
projects. Arixoca, Canal Zone, and Wyoming did not partldpata. 

Non.— All moneys rounded to neatest dollar. 
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